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229 Broadalbin St. SW

Albany, OR 97321



September 29, 2014 Meme

TO:  RonRhoden , MLRRID NO:  07-0156

PO Box 460 '
Prineville OR 97754

FROM: Ren Mundie, Reclamaﬁonist‘%w\

SUBJECT: Site Visit, FiIeClosure Site: Rhoden Site

I met with Ron Rhoden, landowner, Barrie Durfee and Scott Carlson of Hooker Creek Sand & Gravel, on site on
September 23, 2014, The purpose of the meeting was to document site conditions in an#icipation of file closure.
Hooker Creek S & G was the operator

The site was permitted in 2012, with the intent of a one time removal pro;ect The property is zoned industrial and will ‘ .
be developed for industrial use.

The operating and reclamation plan called for final excavated slopes of 1¥4H: 1V and a level pit floor suitable for future
development.

The final slopes are 2H:1V or flatter and the pit floor is level. Revegetation was not required.

Mr. Rhoden is fully satisfied with the condition of the property It is recommended this file be closed and the
reclamatlon security released _

By copy of this memo, we are notifying Travelers Casualty & Surety Co. of America that Performance Bond
#105787728, executed June 26, 2012, with Ron Rhoden as principal, may be released effective upon receipt of this
memo. All obligations to the State of Oregon have been fulfilled, and the file has been closed.

File closed by: //m./m.? LA/QU; At \._ fo~F ~ /Y
T CGay W. Lynch Date
Assistant Director
Reclaimed Acres Non-Reclaimed Acres
# of v if v
Post-Mine Use Acres | Volunta Other Reason
Agricultire ~ Applicasion Withdrawn
Anadromous Fish habﬁar Application not Renewed
Forestry Never Mined
Housing/Construction ‘
Industrial 1320 : Returnedto: ° # of Acres
Open Space/Range Exempt (forest pit)
Recreation Unregisiered TE
Wildlife/Wetlands
Total Acres Reclaimed: 20 S
Rgutmv
c: , Crook County Planning Dept. ‘ : &Ben M.
Travelers Casuaity & Surety Co. of America Eﬁ’ guglm
' EGary

S:CROOK/07-0156 09-20-14 CLOSE
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Ore On : Department of Geology & Mineral Industries
- Mineral Land Regulation and Reclamation

. 229 Broadalbin St SW

John A. Kitzhaber, MD, Governor Albany, OR 97321-2246

(541) 967-2039

. ‘ ) Fax: (541) 967-2075
April 2,2014 ' www.oregongeology.org

Ron Rhoden
PO Box 460 J
Primeville OR 97754 - -

RE: DOGAMI MLRR ID 07-0156, Rhoden Site

~ . (

Dear Permittee;

DOGAMI received your éheck number 1165 (enclosed) in the amount of $995 along with the renewal form
for the above referenced permit.

Hooker Creek submitted renewal for this permit using the 2™ notice you received last year, received by
DOGAMI on March 25, 2014.

This permit will next be due for renewal on June 30,2014. That renewal notice will be sent out
approximately mid-May.

If you have any questions, please call me between 8 am and noon at (541) 967-2042.

Sincerely,
~

)
Cathy Cross {/

Office Specialist

Mineral Land Regulation & Reclamation

Encl.

S:CROOK/07-0156/07-0156 04-02-140VERPAID.DOC ' . ézg)
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March 27, 2014

Ron Rhoden
PO Box 460
Prineville OR 97754

Departinent ﬁ?@éﬁl@gy and Mineral Indusfries
Mineral Land Regulation and Reclamation

229 Broadalbin Street SW

Albany, OR 973212246,

(B541) 967-2039
e (541) 967-2075
www.orégengeciogy.org

Compliance Notice

RE: DOGAMI MLRR ID 07-0156

Dear Permittee,

Thank you for completing the tasks listed in the Notice of Violation issued on Septembér 4,2013.

This is your official notice that you are now in compliance with QAR 632-030-0040.

Thank you for your cooperétion.

Sincerely, i
Gary W. Lynch
Assistant Director

Mined Land Reclamation

c: Crook County Planning Department

GWL/cc:07-0156 03-27-14comp
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Department of Geology and Mineral Industries
Mirieral Land Begulation and Reclamation

John A. Kitzhaber, MD, Governor - 229 Broadalbin Street SW
Albany, OR 97321-2246
(541) 967-2039
Fax: (541) 967-2075
www.oregongeology.org
TO: : ) NOTICE OF INTENT TO RECOVER AGAINST
, ) Performance Bond No. 105787728
Travelers Casualty & Surety Co. of America ) Permittee: Ron Rhoden
2045 Cardinal Ave. Ste. 300 ) DOGAMI ID. No. 07-0156

Medford OR 97504 ) Section 23, Township 14S, Range 15E, Crook County
: ) Site Name: Rhoden Site

DOGAMI hereby notifies Travelers Casualty & Surety Co. of America of the intent to recover the Performance
Bond No. 105787728 for this site as allowed by ORS 517.865 for the property referenced above. The bond will
be called based on the failure to renew Permit No. 07-0156.

The permittee has the option of correcting the item listed above to prevent the department from recovering the
bond. Ifthese actions are not completed by March 31, 2014, this department will place a demand on the
Performance Bond in order to reclaim the site as provided by ORS 517.865. If the amount of the Performance
Bond is insufficient to complete the required reclamation, a lien may be placed on the property.

Issued March 13, 2014 ‘ BL &LA_ /}.)2 /7

W Lynch
A551stant irector

Contact Ben Mundie at (541) 967-2149 or ReNeea Gordon at (541) 967-2040, if you have questions about this
order.

cc: Ron Rhoden
Crook County Planning Department

A

CERTIFIED MAIL
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m Complete items 1, 2, and 3. Also complete
item 4 if Restricted Delivery is desired.

B Print your name and address on the reverse
so that we can return the card to you.

B Attach this card to the back of the mailpiece,
or on the front if space permits.

1. Article Addressed to:

TRAVELERS CASUALTY &

SURETY CO. OF AMERICA

2045 CARDINAL AVE. STE. 300
MEDFORD OR 97504

ID NO. 07-0156 NOI. 03/13/2014

address different from item
If YES, enter delivery address below:

3. Service Type
Mail [ Express Mail

O No

Registered 2 Retumn Receipt for Merchandise

O Insured Mail 1 C.O.D.

4. Restricted Delivery? (Extra Fee)

O Yes

2. Article Numbe 700k 0LOOD OO0k 385kL 8844
(Transfer from
PS Form 3811, February 2004 Domestic Return Receipt
= o
0
0
0
)
0
m
Postage $
0
=] Certified Fee
]
[ Return Receipt Fee Postmark
(Endorsement Required) Here

o . ;

Restricted Delivery Fee
O (Endorsement Req?:lired)

Total Postage & Fees

102595-02-M-1540



B Complete items 1, 2, and 3. Also complete
item 4 if Restricted Delivery is desired.

B Print your name and address on the reverse
so that we can return the card to you.

B Attach this card to the back of the mailpiece,
or on the front if space permits.

- - D. Is delivery address different from item 1?
1. Article Addressed to: If YES, enter delivery address below:

RON RHODEN
PO BOX 460
PRINEVILLE OR 97754

07-0156 NOV 09/04/13 3 T
! ype

Certified Mail [ Express Mail
[ Registered L Retum Receipt for Merchandise
O Insured Mail O C.O.D.

4, Restricted Delivery? (Extra Fee) O Yes
2. A
7013 1710 oOO2 3803 1302
PS Form 3811, February 2004 Domestic Return Receipt 102595:02:M-1540

u

]

g 3 - - - o
=
Quy

Postage | $
Certified Fee
~ : ) Postmark
Rettim Receipt Fee Here

(Endorstinent Required)

Restricted Delivery Fee
(Endorsement Required)

Total Postage & Fees $

1710 0002 3803
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Depattment of Ge{ﬁavy and Mineral Industries
Mineral Land Regulation and Reclasiation
2Q9 Braadalbm,Stre‘ W

john A Kitzhaber, MD, Govertior

Wrivws cregontreolagy ﬂrg
TO: NOTICE OF VIOLATION & COMPLIANCE SCHEDULE
Ron Rhoden QRS 517.860
PO Box 460 |

DOGAMI ID No. 07-0156
Section 23, Township 14S, Range 15E, Crook County
Site Name: Rhoden Site

Prineville OR 97754

S gq

-

This notice is to inform you that your surface mining operation referenced above is in violation of OAR 632-030-0040.
Annual Report and Renewal Notices were mailed to you on May 17, 2013 and on July 18, 2013.

To bring this site into compliance and to correct the violation, payment of the annual fee and return of the completed and
signed annual report form are needed. .

You were also advised on December 17, 2012 that a surveyed site map is required for this site. Remlnders were sent in
July 2013. To date, we still have not received the required site map.

The above tasks must be completed by September 20, 2013. You may request an extension to the required completion
date for brihging this site back into compliance, but the department will grant an extension only if it is determined that
there has been reasonable effort and progress toward meeting the schedule outlined above.

. If you fail to comply with this Notice of Violation and Compliance Schedule, the department intends to take enforcement
action against you. This may include, but is not limited to, recovery of the Performance Bond for this site, issuance of a
Suspension Order, or the assessment of civil penalties for the violation of this order. If the department elects to recover
the Performance Bond, the funds will be used to reclaim the property as provided in ORS 517.865. If this amount is
insufficient to complete the reclamation as outlined in the Reclamation Plan, a lien may be placed against the property to

cover any deficiencies.

Issued September 4, 2013 By A etan,
‘ Y Gag w. Lynch/
Asdistant Director

Contact ReNeea Gordon, Office Manager, at (541) 967-2040 if you have qhestions about this order.

cc: Crook County Planning Department

Ay

CERTIFIED MAIL

=3




Ron Rhoden
Page 2
September 4, 2013

Opportunity for a Contested Case Hearing A
You have the right to a hearing to contest this Order. The hearing, if requested, will be conducted according the
Administrative Procedures Act, ORS chapter 183. To have a hearing, you must file a written Request for Review with
the State Geologist within twenty (20) days from the date this Order was served on you or mailed to you. The State
Geologist will have the opportunity to review and resolve the situation informally pursuant to OAR 632-030-0056. Ifthe
State Geologist declines review, fails to provide you with a written decision within 20 days, or if the proposed informal
resolution is not acceptable to you, the matter will be referred to a hearing officer and a contested case hearing will be
~ scheduled.. Your request for review must include a written “Answer” to the allegations contained in the Order. In the .
Answer, you must admit or deny each allegation of fact contained in the Order and set out any and all affirmative defenses
to the violations alleged in the Order. Except for good cause shown, matters not denied in the Answer will be presumed
admitted and the failure to raise a claim or defense will be presumed to be a waiver of such claim or defense. The Request
for a Hearing and the Answer must be delivered to: 229 Broadalbin Street SW Albany OR 97321. If the matter is not
resolved informally by the State Geologist as described above, you will be notified of the date, time, and place of the .
hearing. You will also be given information on the procedures, rights of representation and other rights of parties relating
to the conduct of the contested case hearing. The Department has designated its files on this matter as the record in this
case for the purpose of proving a prima facie case upon default. If you do not file a timely Request for Hearing and
Answer, the Order will become final 22 days after the date it was personally served on you or mailed to you. Ifthe Order
becomes final in this manner, you will have the right to appeal the order to the Oregon Court of Appeals under ORS
183.482. To appeal you must file a petition for judicial review with the Court of Appeals within 82 days of the date this
Order was served on you or mailed to you. If you do not file a petition for review within this time, you will lose your .

right to appeal.
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Ben Mundie

From: Barrie Durfee [bdurfee@hookercreek.net]
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 8:33 AM

To: Ben Mundie

Subject: RE: question

OK Ben, Thank you. | just sent what | had in my files. | will help push to get what you need. Thank you so much for all you
help, Barrie.

From: Ben Mundie [mailto:ben.mundie@mirr.oregongeology.com]
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 8:32 AM

To: Barrie Durfee

Subject: RE: question

Good morning Barrie — The Rhoden site is required to submit a site map with surveyed coordinates at the DOGAMI
permit boundary corners. A temporary operating permit was issued to allow development to begin. The survey map is
still needed to complete the application process. Maps were originally submitted by Kilpatrick Designs which did not
include the coordinates. Copy attached. The coordinates may be obtained with a hand held GPS unit.

Thanks for your help on his project.
Ben Mundie

DOGAMI
541-967-2149

From: Barrie Durfee [mailto:bdurfee@hookercreek.net]
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 8:06 AM

To: Ben Mundie

Subject: FW: question

Ben, This is what we have on File. Not sure if this is everything you need. | will also be sending one more sheet.

From: Ron Rhoden [mailto:rrhoden@live.com]
Sent: Sunday, February 03, 2013 8:15 PM
To: Barrie Durfee

Subject: FW: question

Morning Mr. Durfee, Craig had the geo-tech report in his data base so do not worry about getting any new ones. Just
print this and we all have them. I would like copies of the prints from w&h pacific if you can getthem.  Hope this
saves a little time and money. Let's have lunch when you have time.  Ron

Date: Thu, 31 Jan 2013 12:56:09 -0800
From: ckrimrock@vyahoo.com

Subject: Re: question

To: rrhoden@live.com

No problem, here you go. Attached for your files.

CK




Ben Mundie- -

From: Ben Mundie

Sent: Friday, July 19, 2013 9:34 AM

To: 'Scott Carlson'

Subject: Rhoden DOGAMI ID No. 07-0156

Good morning Scott - The Ron Rhoden site over on Lamonta Road never had the 20 acre DOGAMI permit survey
boundary map submitted. Again this can be obtained using a hand help GPS unit to get the coordinates on the boundary
corners. Is this something Hooker Creek can get for Mr. Rhoden or should | contact him directly?

Thanks
Ben Mundie

DOGAMI
541-967-2149




Ben Mundie:

From: Steve Niemela [steve.a.niemela@state.or.us]
Sent: Wednesday, January 09, 2013 10:13 AM

To: ben.mundie@state.or.us

Subject: DOGAMI ID No. 07-0156

I have reviewed this application for wildlife concerns. The site is not in documented in winter range or near any
documented sensitive nest sites. The project should have minimal impact to terrestrial wildlife species.

Steve Niemela

District Wildlife Biologist
ODFW Prineville Field Office
2042 SE Paulina Hwy
Prineville, OR. 97754
0:541-447-5111
F:541-447-8065




ReNeea Gordon

From: ReNeea Gordon

Sent: Monday, December 17, 2012 5:04 PM

To: Scott Carlson

Cc: Ben Mundie

Subject: FW: DOGAMI Operating Permit App 07-0156 - FOR YOUR REVIEW

Attachments: 07-0156 circ 12-17-12 memo.pdf; 07-0156 app 06-19-12 page 1.pdf; 07-0156 rec plan

06-19-12.pdf; 07-0156 site maps 06-19-12.pdf

Dear Scott,

We understand you are the operator for the Rhoden site, currently covered by a Temporary
Operating Permit, expiring January 31, 2013. We still require site map(s) that are surveyed and
stamped by an Oregon licensed surveyor in order to complete the permitting process for a regular
annual Operating Permit.

Attached are the documents sent to the other natural resource agencies for review of Ron Rhoden’s
application. Please carefully review the memo written by our technical staff. It contains information
pertaining to possible additional requirements by other agencies, and proposed permit conditions.
Please contact the reclamationist if you have questions about the content of the memo.

Please relay the contained and attached information to Mr. Rhoden. If we need to send him copies
via regular mail, please let us know.

Thank you for your assistance and cooperation in permitting this site.

ReNeea Govdow

Acting Office Manager & Permit Coordinator
Oregon Department of Geology & Mineral Industries
(541) 967-2051

5% Please consider the environment - do you really need to print this email?

From: ReNeea Gordon

Sent: Monday, December 17, 2012 4:42 PM

To: 'Ivan Gall'; 'Jon Germond'; 'Karen Quigley 'Marc Norton'; ‘Nancy Pustis'; 'Paul
Measeles'; 'Shawn Zumwalt'; 'bill.zelenka@co.crook.or.us'; 'MESSINA Frank'; 'RATLIFF.Krista@deq.state.or.us';
'brian.t.ferry@state.or.us'

Cc: Ben Mundie

Subject: DOGAMI Operating Permit App 07-0156 - FOR YOUR REVIEW

Good Afternoon!

Please review the attached documents regarding an application for an Operating Permit. If you have
any difficulties with the attachments or questions about the permitting process, please let me know.

Thank you!

ReNeea Gordow

Acting Office Manager & Permit Coordinator
Oregon Department of Geology & Mineral Industries
(541) 967-2051



re On Department of Geology and Mineral Industries
Mineral Land Regulation and Reclamation

John A. Kitzhaber, MD, Governor 229 Broadalbin Street SW
Albany, OR 97321-2246

(541) 967-2039

Fax: (541) 967-2075

www.oregongeology.org

December 17, 2012

TO: Reviewing Agencies
FROM: Ben Mundie, Reclamationist
RE: DOGAMI ID No. 07-0156

An application for an operating permit in Crook County has been submitted to DOGAMI by Ron
Rhoden. Please review application materials and provide comments to DOGAMI by January 10,
2013. Contact Ben Mundie at 541-967-2149 or with
questions or comments.

SITE LOCATION
This site is located 3 miles northwest of Prineville. Access is via Highway 26 west from Prineville to

Bus Evans Road. Turn right and proceed north % mile to Elliott Lane. The access road to the
excavation site is located just north of where Bus Evans Road becomes Elliott Lane. The site is
visible from the road.

LAND USE
This site is zoned industrial with mine excavation as an allowed use. Crook County approved a site

plan review in July 2010. DOGAMI issued a Temporary Operating Permit in July 2012, to allow
development to begin.

SITE CONDITIONS
DOGAMI conducted an on-site visit in June 2012. There are two excavation areas proposed for

mining activity. The northern site is a relatively level 5-acre area in tax lot 606 that has been used
for log storage for many years. The southern site is a 4-acre area in tax lot 600 that is adjacent to
the existing Hooker Creek aggregate operation, DOGAMI ID #07-0135.

Within the northern excavation area, soils have been previously disturbed. At the southern site,
soils are described as the Ochoco-Prineville complex with an A horizon of less than 8 inches in
thickness. Existing vegetation is sparse bunch grasses and weeds.

There are no surface water features within the proposed permit boundary. According to the WRD
on-line well log database, there are numerous water and monitoring wells located within section 23.
Within 700 feet of the northern excavation area, there are several residences with water wells to the
north and businesses to the east. The static water level reported for the closest off-site well in tax
lot 604, which is adjacent to tax lot 606 is listed as 60 feet below ground surface. The depth of the
proposed excavation will be limited to a maximum of 20 feet, leaving a 40-foot thick buffer to the
underlying aquifer. No impacts to the groundwater resource are anticipated.

3 LON



Reviewing Agencies
Page 2

MINING AND RECLAMATION PLAN
This project will be a removal operation conducted over two years. No blasting is required. Material

will be ripped with a dozer, excavated with an excavator and loaded onto trucks. No processing will
occur on site. All excavated material will be hauled to the Hooker Creek facility in Lone Pine.

Excavated slopes will be maintained at 1%2H:1V or flatter. The excavation will not exceed 30 feet in
depth from the original ground elevation of approximately 2,909 feet AMSL. The pit floor will be left
level with a veneer of gravel at the existing elevation of the access road from Elliott Lane,
approximately 2,880 feet AMSL. The operating and reclamation plan submitted states in Section 6
that the depth of mining will be 17 — 18 feet below original ground surface. This is incorrect, based
on an estimate in the change in actual elevation. The DOGAMI permit will be conditioned to limit
the depth of excavation to 30 feet below original ground surface or an elevation of 2,880 feet AMSL.

This site will be internally drained. No off-site discharge of stormwater is anticipated. A DEQ
NPDES 1200-A permit will not be required at this time. However, the operator must ensure internal
drainage is maintained through the life of the operation.

No processing is proposed or will be allowed under this permit action. No process water will be
generated during this project. Dust generated by mining-related activities will be suppressed and
managed with the use of BMP’s.

Groundwater will not likely be encountered. Dewatering of the excavation will not be required and
is not allowed under this permit.

Reclamation will be to industrial use, which is compatible with the current zoning. Reclamation
will entail leaving the excavated slopes at 1%2H:1V or flatter, and the pit floor relatively level for
future industrial development. Revegetation of the pit floor will not be required; however, seeding of
the slopes in a cover crop to reduce weed infestation will be required by DOGAMI permit condition.

To operate a Rock Crusher, Ready-Mix Plant or Asphalt Plant in the State of Oregon, the plant may
be required to have an Air Contaminate Discharge Permit from the DEQ, depending on the
production; refer to the DEQ website to contact the regional DEQ office. Also note that aggregate
operations can generate dust and DEQ rules require controlling visible emissions with the use of
water. Associated aggregate activities such as truck and vehicle equipment traffic can cause dust
and noise. Please plan and implement quarry activity so it does not impact the community;
suggested actions include use of water to keep the dust from blowing and construction of a berm
around noisy activities to prevent noise problems.

Contact Oregon Water Resources Department for processing, dust suppression, or any other
beneficial use of water; refer to the DWR website for a map of watermaster districts and contact
information.

RECLAMATION SECURITY

Reclamation security in the amount of $11,000 for 5 acres of disturbance has been submitted. This
reclamation security amount is deemed adequate for the level of reclamation liability. Reclamation
security may be increased as the site expands or liability increases.



Reviewing Agencies

Page 3

PROPOSED PERMIT CONDITIONS
Approval of this application is recommended with the following DOGAMI permit conditions. These

permit conditions may be modified after review by other natural resource agencies and, if approved
as stated, will supersede the existing temporary permit conditions.

The Permittee must:

1.

w

®» NGk

Survey and clearly mark the DOGAMI permit boundary in the field and the 50-foot setback
between the excavation and property lines.

Maintain 1%2H:1V excavated slopes.

Limit the depth of the excavation to 30 feet below the original ground elevation. The pit floor
may not exceed the existing elevation of the access road, or approximately 2,880 feet AMSL.
Not conduct any processing at the site.

Seed all final slopes in a cover crop.

Not conduct pit dewatering without amending the DOGAMI permit.

Manage dust generated from mining related activities by employing standard BMP’s.

Agree that if mining operations disturb any area outside of the permit area or area
designated for active mining in the reclamation plan, including but not limited to
disturbances caused by landslide, erosion or fly rock, the operator must restore the
disturbed area to a condition that is comparable to what it was prior to the disturbance.
Further, if areas outside of the permit boundary or outside of the area proposed for active
mining in the reclamation plan are disturbed, DOGAMI may increase the amount of the
required financial security to cover the cost of such restoration. ,

Implement BMP’s to prevent groundwater and surface water contamination from your mining
operations by containing process water and stormwater runoff on site. Obtain DEQ WPCF
1000 general permit coverage to dispose of process water by evaporation or seepage in ponds

or by irrigation. Do not discharge process wastewater to surface waters unless DEQ has
issued an individual NPDES permit to allow such discharge. Obtain DEQ NPDES 1200-A

" general permit coverage when stormwater from the mining operation and haul roads drains

to surface waters.

Attachments: Operating Permit Application Page 1

Operating and Reclamation Plan
Site Plan Map
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MUCH OF THE INFORMATION REY o ESTED CAN BE
EXPLAINED ON THE MINE PLAN MAP.
The map niust be a stamped survey from a Professional Land

Surveyor on a topographic base map. Surveyed coordinates must be
supplied. See Guide to Surveying and Marking.

Map - Include (but are not limited to)
1. Scale (1" =100'to 500"
2. North arrow
3. Appropriate legal description(s) and tax lot numbers, etc.
4, Permit boundary (must be labeled)
5. Location of plant, office, and maintenance facilities 3.
6. Locations of all intermittent water courses, perennial streams,
springs, wetlands, and wells
7. Present mine areas and future mining blocks
8. Areas for topsoil and overburden storage or spoil locations,
including berms
9. Location of all proposed access roads
10. All property lines within 500" of the permit boundary
11. Location of processing and stockpile areas, plus visual and sound
berms or screens
12. Setbacks from property lines, streams, etc. 4
13. Utility poles, gas line rights-of-way, etc. )
14. Storage location of chemicals and petroleum products
15. Date of map preparation and name of the person preparing map

Pre- and post-mining cross-sections of the land surface may be
required.

2.

OpRecPlan.doc

PRE-MINE CONDITIONS

a) Current land use and zoning HM

l2 "

b) Average depth of topsoil

c¢) Type and density of vegetation

d) Are there any springs, seeps, intermittent or perennial
streams on or near the Site?.........ccccvevcerveevenenns QOyes B no

If yes, list here and locate on mine plan map.

e) Has a wetland delineation been completed?......0 yes &l no
If yes, attach report.
f) Has a landslide investigation been completed on this

PIOPEITY? ittt Uyes &no
If yes, attach report.
POST-MINING LAND USE RECE

a) What is the planned post-mining beneficial use of the pebiliR R
area? JUN 19 7 7
1

Q Agricultu.« The wi.l be
0 Range/Open Space ed laimed
Q Forestry for the future -

O Housing/Construction of an industrial

Q Wildlife/Wetland appropriate to current
U Recreation

X Other

The post-mining use must be compatible with the local
comprehensive plan or have specific land-use approval. For
significant aggregate sites zoned for mining, local government
must determine the post-mining land use.

a4

Indus ialc)

RECLAMATION TIMING
a) How many days after mining is completed will reclamation
begin?
OR

b) Ifreclamation will be concurrent with mining, explain the
procedure for concurrent reclamation.

Reclamation will be
dozer as . _—iin

with

OPERATING PLAN

a) Mining method(s) to be employed (mark all that apply):
U pond excavation
X1 hill top removal

& single bench O multiple bench

U placer mine O side hill cut

Q other:

b) Equipment to be used for mining:
Dozer, excavator and loader.

Will there be on-site processing?...........cceeeeuenne O yes Xlno
If yes, check type of processing:

U wash water contained in a closed system
source of water:

O wash water discharged off site
U dry processing

U other: _
d) Will blasting be employed? .......ccccevercerveeencnne O yes Xlno
e) Distance to closest structure not owned by permittee.
500"

f) Disposition of removed vegetation.
Lot cleared of vegetation.

g) Soil types which will be disturbed by mining, processing, or
reclamation.

Top soil, clay, rock.

=

) Average soil salvage depth



i) Overburden removal depth 1" - 3n

j)  Will soil, overburden, rock waste or crusher reject or
stockpiles be created during mining?................. QOvyes Rno
If yes, list the estimated volume of each at the end of this form
and locate on a mine plan map.

Additional information may be required for large dumps or
those located on steep terrain.

k) Will this plan require excavating across any property lines?
........................................................................... Oyes & no

1) How and where will soil or subsoils be stored for
reclamation? Locate storage areas on mine plan map.

along north boundary

m) What measures will be taken to reduce compaction and
prevent water and wind erosion of the topsoil stockpiles and
when will they be implemented?

Water temporary stock piles

n) What will be the minimum property line setback:
for the excavation 50!
for processing or storage

WATER RESOURCE PROTECTION

a) Will mining occur below groundwater level?... Q yes @& no
b) Will mine site dewatering be necessary? .......... Qyes Rno

If yes, explain procedure and estimated depth to which water
will be drawn down inside of the mine and where water will
be discharged.

A permit may be required from the Water
Resources Department for dewatering activity.

WRD

c) Will process water be contained on site?.......... X yes Uno
d) Will storm water be contained on site?............. 2] yes Wno
e) Will a pond(s) be used to contain water?........... Qyes Ano

Explain containment procedures.
NO B -

no use of water

If the answer to c) or d) is no, please explain discharge
procedures.

No water to be used

OpRecPlan.doc

WRD

A permit from the Department of Environmental Quality
may be required for off-site discharges and is required
Jfor any discharge into public waters, wetlands, streams
or lakes. Contact DOGAMI for these permits.

f) Will any drainages/streams be relocated?.......... Qyes Xlno
If yes, complete Section 11.

g) What will be the minimum undisturbed setback(s) of the
operation from all stream(s) or
D E Q drainage(s)?
List the name of stream(s) or drainage(s)
and setback from each at the end of this form and locate

on a mine plan map.

h) How will the buffer(s) be identified and protected during
mining and reclamation?

Marker

i) Describe methods employed to control erosion in the permit
area. Be specific, i.e., seeding and mulching, sediment
basins or ponds, contour ditching, waterbars, etc.

needed--

j)  Will settling ponds/dams be constructed? ......... Qyes Xno
State the number and size of the impoundment(s) and how
they will be built. Will the pond be excavated or will berms
be constructed? Locate on a mine plan map.

N/A

k) If dams will be constructed, how high will they be and what
is the maximum amount of water (in acre feet) to be
impounded behind each dam?

N/A

If a dam is higher than 10 feet, and stores more than
9.2 acre feet of water, approval from the Water
Resources Dept. is required prior to construction.

1) Ifberms or a dam will be constructed, describe construction
details and attach a sketch showing construction methods.

N/A

m) How deep will impoundment(s) be?

n) If the impoundment(s) are to be removed upon completion of
mining, how will they be drained and/or filled?

N A




0) Will settling ponds, wetlands, or a i’w.u'er impoundment be
left upon final reclamation? ...........ceceeeeeeveerunnens Qyes Xlno

GROUNDWATER INFORMATION
a) Proposed mine depth 17" - 18"
b) Groundwater depth 100'+

(Under static (pre-mine) conditions)
c) What is groundwater depth estimate based on?

Wells in area

d) Flow direction of groundwater; if known.

unknown
e) Distance to closest well outside the permit boundary.'
500

Wells within permit area must be shown on mine plan map.
Attach a copy of the well log(s).

VISUAL AND NOISE SCREENING

Screening can be very effectively employed to isolate sites from
public notice and to minimize noise from operations.

a) Does a natural landform or vegetative screen currently exist
along the permit boundary? ........cccoeeeereeeeenne Oyes Xlno
If yes, what screen width will be maintained during mining?

b) Will a berm and/or vegetation be established to develop a
visual screen for the operation? ..........ccceeveeunen. Uyes Klno
Ifyes, describe the height and width of the berms and/or the
type and density of vegetation; show location on mine map.

(Crushed rock stockpiles, although not permanent, can also
be used to reduce noise from the operation.)

EQUIPMENT AND STRUCTURES REMOVED

a) Upon fmal reclamation, will all structures, visual bemis,
equipment, and refuse be removed?.................. @ yes Ono
If no, explain what will be left.

RECLAMATION TECHNIQUES
a) » What will be done with oversized rock not used during
mining?
No oversized rock

b) What will be the average depth of soil replaced on the area
to be reclaimed? 12n

If less than 12 of topsoil is available, a substitute material
may be required.

OpRecPlan.doc
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c) Will additiouai material be utilized as a soil substitute to
complete the revegetation? ..........ceceeeveevereeenenne. U yes XXno
Ifyes, specify type(s), amount(s), and source(s).

d) Will any waste products, such.as tailings, crusher rejects,
etc., be generated during mining?..........ccceveenene Q yes Xfno
If yes, what will be done with them?

e) How will processing and stockpile sites be reclaimed? If they
are to be revegetated, explain procedures which will be
employed to decompact areas prior to topsoiling/seeding.

Leveled to blend with previous condition

matching rest of industrial site

10. REVEGETATION TECHNIQUES
- a) Species to be seeded/planted by type and amount.

N/A

b) Describe method and time of year for planned planting.
N/A

c) List fertilizers and lime to be used (include amount).
N/A

d) Listtype and amount of mulch or other erosion control
techniques such as erosion netting.

N/A

Vegetative survival comparable to the density of original

ground cover will normally be considered acceptable.

11. RECLAMATION PROCEDURES -

POST-MINE DRAINAGE CONTROL AND
"RECONSTRUCTION
a) During reclamation, will stream channel and/or bank
stabilization and rehabilitation be necessary?....0 yes X1 no
If yes, attach Plans. .....cccceeeereerreercrnreneneenesnseseeessseennns Un/a

A Division of State Lands’ permit is required for relocation of all

D SL perennial and some intermittent

water courses.
b) How will surface water runoff and erosion be controlled
upon completion of mining? Describe and list structures that
will be used.

N/A




12.

13.

RECLAMATION PROCEDURES -
IMPOUNDMENTS & POND DECOMMISSIONING

a) Will dewatering be required?..........ccccceveeurennene O yes X no
b) Will it be necessary to backfill a water filled excavation pit
107 070) 116 N ORI Oyes Xlno

c¢) How will settling ponds be stabilized and revegetated?
N/A

d) How will quality of imported backfill be monitored to
protect groundwater quality?

N/A

Monitoring may be required to ensure groundwater
protection.

RECLAMATION PROCEDURES -
LAND SHAPING
Long continuous slopes should be avoided or broken up with
surface contours, ditches, or complex slope shape.
a) What will be the:
i) -steepest above-water excavated slopes left after
mining? (1%:1 is generally maximum)  1%:1
ii) -steepest above-water fill slopes left after mining?

(2:1is generally maximum) 2:1
b) What will be done to ensure the stability of excavated
slopes?
Planted

c¢) What will be done to ensure the stability of fill slopes?

No f£ill slopes

d) Will this site be shaped or backfilled to blend in with

surrounding topography?.......cccceeeeveecrerervenennces @yes Ono

14. POST-MINING WATER IMPOUNDMENT(S)

a)
b)

c)
d
e)

f)

Number of impoundment(s) N/A
Use of impoundment(s)

N/A
Total surface érea in acres N/A
Average depth N/A

How much is the water level expected to fluctuate annually?
N/A
What will be the steepest and flattest in-water slopes left

after mining? N/A

Generally 3:1 in-water slopes are the steepest allowable,

except off islands. To increase potential for wetland
habitat establishment, 5:1 to 20:1 slopes are needed.

g)

h)

Will shallow ponds, shorelines, or other areas conducive to
wetland plant development be left? WNALLD yes Wno
What will be the impoundment water source?

N/A

WRD

A water right for the water source may be needed
needed from the Water Resources Department.

i)

What will be done for wildlife & fish enhancement, e.g. fish
structures, islands, peninsulas, and irregular shorelines?

N/A

If wetlands are to be constructed, explain the methods and
final configuration.
N/A

15. OTHER PERMITS

In order to assist other agencies in the review of this plan and their ability to ascertain compliance with their laws, list all permits by type and
number that are held (or applications filed) for this mine site or processing equipment (such as fill/removal permits, water rights, air quality and
stormwater or waste water permits).

OpRecPlan.doc
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16. LANDOWNER CONSENT

As surface or mineral rights owner, I concur with the proposed subsequent use for any mining operation and with the operating and reclamation
plan as submitted. I also agree to allow access to the State Department of Geology and Mineral Industries or their contractor for reclamation of
the mine site if it is declared abandoned by the Department of Geology and Mineral Industries. By my signature below, I certify that I have a
legal right to sign this document.

Appropriate signatures are needed for EACH land parcel.

I CONCUR (Surface Rights)
Name (Please Print or Type)

Signature
Title

Date

I CONCUR (Mineral Rights):
Name (Please Print or Type)

Signature
Title

Date

17. APPLICANT’S ACCEPTANCE
Name (Please Print or Type)

Signature

Date o= / V/V

18. PREPARED BY (IF OTHER THAN APPLICANT)
Name (Please Print or Type)

Signature

Title

Company

Date

ID No.

Oprecplan.Doc 5



Exhibit Proposed Quarry Aerial )N\

Rhoden Properties - T14S, R15E, SEC. 23 TL 600 - 9.72 ac.
T14S, R15E, SEC. 23 TL 606 - 29.93 ac.

Disclaimer: This information is prepared for reference purposes only and should not be used, and is not intended for, survey or engineeringtmegi 5410872724 - chrimrock@yshoo.cam

JUN'T 9 7017



Rhoden Properties - T14S, R15E, SEC. 23 TL 600 - 9.72 ac.
T14S, R15E, SEC. 23 TL 606 - 29.93 ac.

PROPOSED
QUARRY
SITE

141523 TL 606

Disclaimer: This information is prepared for reference purposes only and should not be used, and is not intended for, survey or engineering purposes.




3 e

B - Existing
Rhoden Properties - T14S, R15E, SEC. 23 TL 600 - 9.72 ac.
T14S, R15E, SEC. 23 TL 606 - 29.93 ac.

isclaimer: This information is prepared for reference purposes only and should not be used, and is not intended for, purposes.

JUN 19 2012




A Assessor’s

Rhoden Properties - T14S, R15E, SEC. 23 TL 600 - 9.72 ac.
T14S, R15E, SEC. 23 TL 606 - 29.93 ac.

22

22

Disclaimer: This information is prepared for reference purposes only and should not be used, and is notintended for survey or engineering purposes.

SECTION 23 T.14S. R.ISE. W.M.
CROOK COUNTY

RECEIVED
MLRR

JUN 19 2012

SEE MAP 14 IS (4

J EFU-2

4 15 23

24

CANCELLED NO.

1]

300

501

6004l THRU 600AS5
601

700

800

900

2100

PAR 2 22N

PARCEL 602 & 607

Revised
5/14/2009. EB

4 15 23

DESIGNS

LAND USE CONSULTING
RESIENTIAL DESIGN

541-447-2724 » ckrimrock@yahoo.com
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D1 - Surveyor’s rawings
Rhoden Properties - T14S, R15E, SEC. 23 TL 600 - 9.72 ac.
T14S, R15E, SEC. 23 TL 606 - 29.93 ac.

N

DESIGNS

JUN 192012 LAND USE CONSULTING

541-447-2724 » ckrimrock@yahoo.com
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Exhibit D2 - awings
Rhoden Properties - T14S, R15E, SEC. 23 TL 600 - 9.72 ac.

T14S, R15E, SEC. 23 TL 606 - 29.93 ac.

DESIGNS

LAND USE CONSULTING
RESIDENTIAL DESIGN

541-447-2724 » ckrimrock@yahoo.com




Soil Map—Prineville Area, Oregon
(Rhoden 07-0156)
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Soil Map-Prineville Area, Oregon ’ - Rhoden 07-0156

Map Unit Legend

Prineville Area, Oregon (OR654)
Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI
099 Era ashy sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 25 14.4%
123 Ochoco-Prineville complex 0 to 3 percent slopes 9.7 56.9%
130 Aridic Haploxerolls complex, 8 to 40 percent slopes 4.9 28.7%
Totals for Area of Interest 17.0 100.0%
USDA  Natural Resources . Web Soil Survey 8/6/2012

Conservation Service National Cooperative Soil Survey Page 3 of 3




Well Query Report

O

Page 1 of 1

Well LOg Que ry Results ~ew: cps points, where available, have been added to the far right of the table. Click link to view on map

Township: 14 S, Range: 15 E

Sections: 23, County: CROO

sle| Bz K z HERBEEEER
- - g8 - 5|88
? X 2] ) EE| S B RS s 9 = : Fle sl F|E|0%
el RS | Strestot Well Cwner Comparty s 3| B g Talgr| 5| 28 | Rewiwd Bended | - mle| g EAE
Log QO £ RElm| w | ESISE S gw& Dotc Constructor | £ |G| =SS |G| 2| E|B
e ] 43 oA | M e o AR AN
@ g % & = 3 s8] = 8[8E
& |O I & w ] il
AKINS, DICK
SHRUM, MLTON :
cRog o6 400S-18.00E-23 LAMONTA RD STUDMILL W [232.00(280.00 100.0{05/0611968|  o6rt1/1g69 | DICKAKINS N vl
PRINEVILLE OR 97754 oL
FOX, ARCHIE
14.008-15.00E-23 SELF, ELMER ARCHIE FOX
CROO 977 - CASCADELOCKS [D w 50.00 | 25.0 | 30.0 |03/29/1969| 04/14/1969 v v
DRILLING
FOX, ARCHIE
PINE PRODUCTS CORP. J
CROO a78|™4-008-15.008-23 LAMONTA RD w 3000 | 9.0 [200 021r1s68| oatarges | ARCHIEFOX N
PRINEVILLE OR 97754 omNG
BRANDT, C H
CROO g7g|14008-15.008-23 PINE PRODUCTS CORP. w 40.00 { 200 | 150 [11/18/1968| 03/04/1969 BRANDT v v
- PRINEVILLE OR 97754
DRILLING CO.
. AKINS, DICK
PAYNE, TOM :
CROO ga|™-00S-15.008-23 LAMONTARD w 4200 | 120 | 200 |o7/1arges| osrtrges | DIGKAKINS N y
PRINEVILLE OR 97754 R
PROCTOR, LEO T FOX, ARCHIE
CROO ga1 |14:008-15.008-23 RT 1 BOX8598 w 60.00 | 25.0 | 20.0 [09/21/1965| 09/28/1965 FOX& ¥ ¥
- PRINEVILLE OR 97754 CORDELL
BRANDT, C H
CROO gap|14-008-15.008-23 PRINEILLE SR Sr754 w 80.00 | 28.0 | 35.0 |06r23/1960 07/18/1960 BRANDT ¥ ¥
- . . DRILLING CO.
FOX, ARCHIE
BUSTILLIO, AL
CROO gsg| 140051500823 1885 E LAUGHLIN W {3100 {5000 | 250 | 100 |10r23/1878| 11mar1e7s | ARCHIEFOX v v
SWNE WELL
PRINEVILLE OR 97754
DRILLING
: FOX, ARCHIE
HOWARD, BUD g
CROO ogg|14-003-15.008-23 GREEN ACRES TRAILER COURT W | 35.00 | 5100 | 26.0 | 15.0 |0sr0se72| o9rerg72 | ARCHIE FOX ¥ v
SWA PRINEVILLE OR 97754 WELL
DRILLING
FORTNER, ERNESTE
CROO ggs|4-005-15.008-23 0BOX663 W | 27.00 | 80.00 | 27.0 | 40.0 [03720/1956 04/06/1856 | GRIMES, LEE y v
H PRINEVILLE OR 97754
12345678810...>>

Download Data -

Return to Well Log Query

http://apps.wrd.state.or.us/apps/gw/well_log/well report.aspx?q=basic&township=14&town... 8/6/2012




Soil Map—Prineville Area, Oregon

(Rhoden 07-0156)

MAP LEGEND
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MAP INFORMATION

Map Scale: 1:2,070 if printed on A size (8.5" x 11") sheet.

The soil surveys that comprise your AOIl were mapped at 1:24,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil line
placement. The maps do not show the small areas of contrasting
soils that could have been shown at a more detailed scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for accurate map
measurements.

Source of Map:  Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov
Coordinate System: UTM Zone 10N NAD83

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as of
the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area:
Survey Area Data:

Prineville Area, Oregon
Version 8, Oct 21, 2010

7/124/2005

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor shifting
of map unit boundaries may be evident.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed:

USDA  Natural Resources

Conservation Service

Web Soil Survey

National Cooperative Soil Survey

8/6/2012
Page 2 of 3
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Ben Mundie

From: Scott Carlson [scarlson@hookercréek.net]
Sent: Monday, July 02, 2012 9:45 AM

To: Ben Mundie

Subject: RE: Affidavit of Publication for Rhoden Site

Yes, all of the adjacent property owners were notified the same day the newspaper notice was published.

Barrie is getting Mr. Rhoden’s signature on the reclamation security today. I will send that to you when Barrie returns to
the office.

I think at that point we will have everything in place.

Thank you,
Scott

From: Ben Mundie [mailto:ben.mundie@mlrr.oregongeology.com]
Sent: Monday, July 02, 2012 9:19 AM

To: Scott Carlson

Subject: RE: Affidavit of Publication for Rhoden Site

Thank you Scott — This will work. Were adjacent property owners notified? With reclamation security in place the
temporary permit may be issued. Mr. Rhoden must be named as principal.

Attached are the forms for reclamation security. Whichever works best.

Ben

From: Scott Carlson [mailto:scarlson@hookercreek.net]
Sent: Monday, July 02, 2012 7:56 AM

To: Ben Mundie

Subject: Affidavit of Publication for Rhoden Site

Good Morning Ben,

Attached is the Affidavit of Publication for the public notice on the Rhoden Site.

Is this email sufficient for the TOP or would you like me to mail the original to you?
Thank you, |

Scott Carlson
Hooker Creek Companies, LLC
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Ben Mundie
From: Meg Eden [meg.j.eden@state.or.us]
Sent: ’ Thursday, June 28, 2012 2:33 PM
To: Ben Mundie
Subject: RE:

Ben,

My emails continue to bounce back even with this address so | will try and send as an attachment. Please let me know if
you get this. Thank you, Meg Eden

RE: Ron Rhoden Proposed Quarry Sit
T14SR15ESec 23 TL 600 and 606

Ben Mundie,

The Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife (ODFW) has reviewed the operating permit to remove aggregate material
from an industrial zoned area west of Prineville from Ron Rhoden. ODFW has no objections to the proposed project as
submitted.

We appreciate the opporturiity to review this application. Thank you.

Meg Eden

Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife
2042 SE Paulina Hwy

Prineville, OR 97754

541-447-5111 ext 27
Meg.).Eden@state.or.us

N

From: Ben Mundie [mailto:ben.mundie@mlrr.oregongeology.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 26, 2012 9:23 AM

To: Meg Eden (meg.j.eden@state.or.us)

Subject:

Good morning Meg — sorry about the mix up.
Ben

ben.a.mundie@milrr.oregongeology.com
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~Affidavit of Publication

STATE OF OREGON )
COUNTY OF CROOK )

I, VANCE TONG, being first dily sworn, depose “Rhoders fvesimerits: Ino:
and say thiat Tam the Publisher of the CENTRAL
OREGONIAN, a newspaper of general circulation,
as defined by ORS 193.010.and 193.020; printed
and published at Prineville, in the aforesaid county
and state; that the NOTICE a printed copy of which

Hproduce sand and grave{;
¢ A . *aggregate.dt: ihe tocatton»f
is hereto annexed, ONE successive and consecutive 0[{>Lamoma with=a:

weeks in the following issues:

Isstie date: JUNE 12,2012
Issue date:
Issue date:
Issue date:

Fee charged for this publication:

PPN
s

;o
; Lol
PUBLISHER y i
f’ i
Subseribed and sworn to before mé/ this 13™ day of
JUNE, 2012.

( Xj,g’/%f/ % &7 g{&wf ?’;{éwz’»f”» '

Notary Public for Oregon

——

) MWM

v

k gengeoiogyoam i s

Cenn al Oregonian
558 N Main St,
Prineville, OR 97754

Commission expires 9-17-13

5 ®EFICIAL SEA
9 SUDITH ]ATHL El’é~ KLunT
/ NOT/\F?Y PUBLIC‘ ~OREGON

£ SGION NO. 441
Mycomarssmn EXPIRES SEPTEMBEgg?zmS '




- . by P B '
: DS
W \ o f

S

Ben Mundie

From: Bill Zelenka [Bill.Zelenka@co.crook.or.us]

Sent: Thursday, June 21, 2012 12:31 PM

To: Ben Mundie

Subject: RE: Ron Rhoden File No. SP 10-0010 DOGAMI ID No. 07-0156
Ben,

Everything should be a go; the property is in a Heavy Industrial Zone, and the primary purpose is to make the site more
usable for future industrial uses. We didn’t have any major issues. We would like a copy of the final plan, as ingress and
egress was discussed as a condition.
Bill

~\

From: Ben Mundie [mailto:ben.mundie@mlrr.oregongeology.com]

Sent: Thursday, June 21, 2012 12:27 PM

To: Bill Zelenka :

Subject: Ron Rhoden File No. SP 10-0010 DOGAMI ID No, 07-0156 -

Good afternoon Bill —Ron Rhoden has submitted an application for an operating permit to DOGAMI for tax lots 600 and
606 sec 23 T14S R15E.

It is understood a commercial site plan review was approved in July 2010 to allow mining within these tax lots, File No.
SP 10-0010.

Mr. Rhoden has requested DOGAMI issue a temporary operating permit (TOP) to allow development of the site to begin,
to take full advantage of the work period.

Is the site plan review still valid, and is there any concern that work begin as soon as possible? DOGAMI will proceed
with the normal review process, however, ODFW has been consulted to insure there are no wildlife concerns associated
with the proposed project, which would allow work to begin under a TOP.

Thank you for your time and consideration. Please contact me with any questions.

Ben Mundie

DOGAMI

541-967-2149
ben.a.mundie@milrr.oregongeology.com
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LrooK Lounty GlS - Property Research Z.U

Assessor Information Reports last updated on:  6/13/2012
Report Generated for Maptaxlot 1415230000606, Date: 6/15/2012 7:39:40 AM
General Account Information
Account Taxpayer (see Owners report)  Acres Fire Patrol Code Area Remarks Sen. Def. DOR No.

17562  RHODENS INVESTMENTS INC ~ 29.93 12
Account Add1 (Taxpayer mailing address) Add2 Add3 City State Zip Country
17562 PO BOX 460 PRINEVILLE OR 97754 USA
e Property PC e P
Account Subdivision Block Lot Class Description Description Liability
PART PLAT YEAR & # NO Land &/or
17562 PARCEL # 6 4 301 Ind Improved Buildings
Account Additional Taxes Due Farm Disqualification Pending Situation
17562
No 'Site Address information is available
Info. for Tax Lot
Zone Description Proportion
HM Heavy Industrial 1
Owners and Full Owners' List for Account
Account Owner From date To date
17562 RHODENS INVESTMENTS INC 1/1/2006
Account Add1(Owner mailing Address) Add2 Add3 City State Zip Country
17562 PO BOX 460 PRINEVILLE OR 97754 USA
Certified Values
Account TaxYear Valuation Type Initial Value Initial Date Modified Value  Modified Date
17562 2011 $231,120.00 9/22/2011 $231,120.00 9/22/2011
17562 2011 Land RMV $168,200.00 9/22/2011 $168,200.00 9/22/2011
17562 2011 Total RMV $231,120.00 9/22/2011  $231,120.00 912212011
17562 2011 Improvements RMV ~ $62,920.00  9/22/2011 $62,920.00 9/22/2011
17562 2011 TAV $231,120.00 9/22/2011 $231,120.00 9/22/2011
Tentative Uncertified Values, to
Account Date Real Market Land Real Market Improvement Real Market Total
17562 6/11/2012  $168,200.00 $47,210.00 $215,410.00
Land Information for Tax Lot
Account Description Soil Acres Base Rate RMV Effective Year Last Updated
17562 Market Market Land 29.93 $0.13 $168,200.00 2011 6/7/12011
17562 Market 29.93 $0.13 $168,200.00 2011 6/7/2011
! « Information for Tax Lot
Eff. : .
. Year e Physical Functional RMV of . R
Account Type Extension Built ;i?li Condition Grade Dep. Dep. Improvement Size Units
17562 FLATBARN RO02 0 1900 VP 55 60 0 $290.00 4240 SF
17562 MACHINE RO02 0 1970 AV 55 28 0 $22,410.00 3588 SF
17562 SHEDGP R02 0 1985 AV 55 21 0 $14,130.00 1056 SF
17562 MISC R02 0 1985 AV 25 21 0 $950.00 528 SF
17562 LEANTO R02 0 1985 AV 45 21 0 $820.00 288 SF
17562 MACHINE RO02 0 1900 P 45 60 0 $790.00 3416 SF
17562 MACHINE R02 0 1900 P 45 60 0 $170.00 1200 SF
17562 HAYCOVER R02 0 1970 AV 55 28 0 $22,550.00 9000 SF

Tax Information

If paid in ful by November 15th, there is a 3% discount. If two/thirds paid by November 15th, there is a 2%
discount. No discount is allowed on payments for less than twolthirds. Interest Charged on Property Tax at the
Rate of 1.333333% per month or 16% annually on the delinquent tax. The interest changes on the 16th of each
month. The amount shown below does not reflect discounts or interest. Please contact the Crook County Tax
Coliector’s Office at 541-447-6554 for further information.

Account Tax Year Tax Amount Description Balance
17562 2006 $3,463.89 AN Principal-Regular $0.00
17562 2007 $6,050.48 ANV Principal-Regular $0.00
17562 2008 $6,434.75 ANV Principal-Regular $0.00

http://co.crook.or.us/Public/Propertylnfo.aspx?maptaxlot=1415230000606
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Crook County GIS - Property Research 2.0

Assessor Information Reports last updated on:
Report Generated for Maptaxlot 1415230000600, Date: 6/15/2012 7:40:14 AM
General Account Information

Account Taxpayer (see Owners report) Acres Fire Patrol Code Area Remarks Sen. Def. DOR No.

14957 RHODEN'S INVESTMENTS INC  9.72 12
Account Add1 (Taxpayer mailing address) Add2 Add3 City State Zip Country
14957 PO BOX 460 PRINEVILLE OR 97754 USA
Account Subdivision Block Lot Property Class PC Description Description Liability
14957 0 0 301 Ind Improved Land &/or Buildings
Account Additional Taxes Due Farm Disqualification Pending Situation
14957
Site Address
Address Secondary Number Notes
3600 NW BUS EVANS LN, PRINEVILLE Please Check
| Zoning Info. for Tax Lot
Zone Description Proportion
HM Heavy Industrial 1
Owners and Full Owners' List for Account
Account Owner From date Todate
14957 RHODEN'S INVESTMENTS INC 1/1/1997
Account Add1 (Owner mailing Address) Add2 Add3 City State Zip Country
14957 PO BOX 460 PRINEVILLE OR 97754 USA
Certified Values
Account TaxYear Valuation Type Initial Value Initial Date Modified Value Modified Date
14957 2011 Land RMV $103,820.00 9/22/2011 $103,820.00 9/22/2011
14957 2011 TAV $83,224.00 9/22/2011 $83,224.00 9/22/2011
14957 2011 Improvements RMV ~ $11,180.00 9/22/2011 $11,180.00 9/22/2011
14957 2011 $83,224.00 9/22/2011 $83,224.00 9/22/2011
14957 2011 Total RMV $115,000.00 9/22/2011 $115,000.00 9/22/2011
Tentative Uncertified Values, to
Account Date Real Market Land Real Market Improvement Real Market Total
14957 6/11/2012  $103,820.00 $8,390.00 $112,210.00
[ Land Information for Tax Lot
Account Description Soil Acres Base Rate RMV Effective Year Last Updated
14957 Market Market Land 972 $0.25 $103,820.00 2011 6/7/2011
14957 Market 9.72  $0.25 $103,820.00 2011 6/7/2011

|t + Information for Tax Lot

PhysicalFunctional RMV of

Dep. Dep. Improvement Size Units

Eff.
Account Type  Extension Yegr Year Condition Grade
Built gy

14957  INDOFF CO1 3000 1999 AV 45 0 0 $12,420.00 SF

Tax History Information

If paid in full by November 15th, there is a 3% discount. If two/thirds paid by November 15th, there is a 2%
discount. No discount is allowed on paymentsfor less than two/thirds. Interest Charged on Property Tax at the
Rate of 1.333333% per month or 16% annually on the delinquent tax. The interest changes on the 16th of each
month. The amount shown below does not reflect discounts or interest. Please contact the Crook County Tax
Collector’s Office at 541-447-6554 for further information.

Account Tax Year Tax Amount Description Balance
14957 2000 $1,313.83 ANV Principal-Regular $0.00
14957 2001 $1,356.70 AJV Principal-Regular $0.00
14957 2002 $1,382.59 ANV Principal-Regular $0.00
14957 2003 $1,410.81 A/ Principal-Regular $0.00
14957 2004 $1,445.24 ANV Principal-Regular $0.00
14957 2005 $1,470.72 ANV Principal-Regular $0.00
14957 2005 $6.54 A/ Interest $0.00
14957 2006 $1,523.14 ANV Principal-Regular $0.00
14957 2007 $1,562.74 ANV Principal-Regular $0.00
14957 2008 $1,661.99 ANV Principal-Regular $0.00

http://co.crook.or.us/Public/PropertyInfo.aspx?maptaxlot=14152300006v.v
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CORRECTED STATUTORY WARRANTY DEED
(Crook - Rhoden)

JACK RBODEN, CGrantor, conveys:and warrants to RHODEN'S
INVESTMENTS, INC., an Oregon corperation, Grantee, the real
property in Crook County, Oregon, “legally described on the
attached Exhibit "A", exclusive of the improvements and fixtures
located thereon, to the extent such improvements and fixtures
were conveyed by Grantor to Rhoden’s Investments, Inc, an Oregon
corporation, pursuant to a Statutgry Warranty Deed dated June 2,
1992, free and clear of all lienszand encumbrances except as set
forth on the attached Exhibit "B".

The true and actual consideration for this conveyance is to
correct the legal description conthined on that certain Warranty
Deed from Jack Rhoden to Rhoden’s<sInvestments, Inc., an Oregon
corporation, dated June 2, 1992, and recorded in Deed Records of
Crook County, Oregon at MF No. 105710.

THIS INSTRUMENT WILL NOT ALLOW USE OF THE PROPERTI DESCRIBED
IN THIS INSTRUMENT IN VIOLATION OF XAPPLICABLE LAND USE
INSTRUMENT, THE PERSON ACQUIRING FEE TITI:E TO THE PROPERTY SHOULD
CRECK WITH THE APPROPRIATE CITY OR CQUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT TO
VERIFY APPROVED USES. '

9
DATED this g.‘fé&ay of J?Z/// , 1993.

STATE OF OREGON )
) ss.
County of Crook )

The foregoing instrument wasizcknowledged before me on this
/2. day of ﬁfﬁgﬁe&A&?? , 199

QFFICIAL SEAL

A LINDA THOMPSON

5 NOTACY PUSLIC-OREGON

&5  COMMISSIGN NO. AD01570

5Y COMIICSION EXFIRES SEPT. 12. 1934
'_'\'_.\_. - o

LAY
PPN G CRNT N T

Notary Public of Oregon
yﬁ}ommission Expires: 7—/2 -3¢

Until a change is requested,
tax statement should be sent to:

After recording return to:

Gary J. Bodie Rhoden'’s Investments, Inc.
P.0. Box 623 P.0. Box 460

15

Prineville, OR 97754 Prineville, OR 97754




EXBIBIT A

(Crook Facilities)

CROOK_COUNTY, ORZGON

TRACT I:
A parcel of land in the Southwest quarter of Section 2¢,

Township 14 South, Range 1S5 East of the wWillamette Meridian,
more particularly described as follows: Beginning at a point
682 feet Morth and 30 feet East of the Southwest corner of
said Section 24, said point being on the Easterly rignht of
way line of the County Road, as located and constructed,
thence North along said right of way line 808 feet, thence
East 210 feet, thence South 948 feet, thence North 56°¢22° _
West 252 feet, more or less. to the point of beginning.
EXCEPTING THEREFROM a tract of land deeded to Ward Rhoden and
vife by deed recorded January 13, 1950 in Book 63 of Deeds at
page 304, Records of Crook County, Oregon.

AND EXCEPTING THEREFROM a t! act of land deaded to Pine
Products Corporation by deed recorded September 25, 1987 in
Deeds No. 84891, Records of Crook County, Oregon, and more
particularly described in TRACT II below.

ACT II: .
ggginning st a point 1440 feet North and 30 feet East of the
Southwest corner of Section 24 in Township 14 South. Range 15
Fast of the Willamette Maridian, said point being on the
Easterly right of way line of Lamonta Road, as now located
and constructed, thence South along the right of way line 623
feet, thence East 210 feet, thence North 623 feet, thence

Wast 210 feet to the point of beginning.

EXHIBIT L
pAGE __[__ OF _é

E o




CROOK_COUNTY, ORBGOM ' -

TRACT III:
A parcel of land in the SE} of Section 23 in Township 14
South, Range 15 East of the Willameatte Meridian, more
particularly described as followd: Beginning at the point of
intersection of tha Northerlg right of way line of the City
of Prineville Railway with the East line of said Section 23,
said point being 190 feet North of the Southeast corner of
sajd Section 23, thence North 43°58' West along szid railway
right of way a distance of 1574 feet, thence North 48444
East 50 feet, thence North 43°56' West along the Easterly
right of way line of the county road known as Williams Road a
distance of 1300 feet, more or léss, to a point 2280 feet
North of the South line of said Section 23, théence East 1932
feet, more or less; to & point on the East line of sald
Section 23, thence South along the East line of said Section
. 23 a distance of 2090 fext to the point of beginning.
SUBJECT TO & right of way along the East 1ineé of the above
described tract for thé county road knmown as Lamonta Road.

TRACT IV: ‘ . ¥
A parcel of land located in the SEiSE} of Section 23,
: Township 14 South, Range' 1S East of tha Wiliamette Meridian,
‘ more particularly described as follows: Beginning at the

corner common to Séctions 23, 24, 25 and 26 in Township 14 -
South, Range 1S E.W.M., thence North 20.8 feet to the
Southerly right of way liné of the city of Prinsville D
Railroad, thence North 43¢58' wWest 637.8 feat, thence South
56950 West 833.7 feet to the South boundaiy f said 3estien i,

23, thence Scuth 89°38' East along the Section line 1121.1%
feet to the point of beginning. .

TRACT ¥:

A parcel of land situate in a portion of thé E¥ of Section
23, Township 14 South, Range 1S5 E.W.M., Crook County, Oregon,
more particularly described as follows: Commencing at the
South 1/4 corner of Section 23, the Initigl Point; thence
South 89°07'02" East along the South line of the SE} of said .
Section 23 & distance of 1317.59 feet to the East line of the
SW} of said SE}; thance North 00%12'55" Fast along said Zast
line a distance of 620.46 feel to the Souttiwest corner of a
parcel of land described in Crook County beeds Book €S Page
428; thence North 39¢903'38" East along tha South line of said
parcel a distance of 183.09 feet (cited in said dead as Horth
38930° East & distance of 183 feet): thance North 72¢33'38~

pAGE =2 OF -f-jf-




East a distance of 389.00 feet to the Southwest right of way
of the City of Prineville Railroad (cited in said deed as
North 72 East a distance of 389 feet); thence %North
4£3°58'22" West along said right of way & distance of 136 feet
(cited in said deed as North 44%32' West a distance of 136.00
feet, more or less) to the Point of Beginning of said deed
described as being North 983 feet and West 924 feet from the
Southeast corner of said Section 23; thence North <43°*S58'22"
West along sald right of way a distance of 753.43 feet to a
1/2" pips in an axisting fence; thence Southi $2°52'4$* West
along said fence a distance of 224.10 feet to a 1/2" pipe;
thence South 15°59'41” Weat along said fence & distance of
324.55 feet to a 1/2" pipe at an existing entrance point,
herein called "Access Point B"; thence South 24¢22'331" West
along said fence a distance of 505.22 feet to 8 1/2" pipa;
thence South 60%27'10" Wést along said fence a distance of
273.84 feet to a 1/2" pipe; thence North 84°58'47" West along
.said fence a distance of 841,93 feet to a 1/2" pipe on the
West line of said SE}; thence South 00°14°'32" West along said
West line a distance of 424.53 feet to the point of

beginning.

TRACT VI:
Beginning at a point €59 feet W

est from the
.gflfgggé:n 33 in Township 14 South, Ranga lssg::::m::ttﬁ:mer
faat o e Meridian, thence West 653 feet, thence North 620
éast'3ese?gthOZEang.gg;tﬁa:§°gg? Eaat’ 7ohence North 72:00"

v East 718 feet, th

South ¢8%00' West 376 feet, the Toe Saence

nce S
thence South 74 feet to thé place ofog:gi;:;gg: Hest ?7 feet,

TRACT VII:

A parcel of land in the Southwest quarter of Section 24,
Township 14 South, Range 18 East of the Willamette Meridian,
more particularly described a8 follows: Beginning At a point
which 18 542 f=et North and 240 feet Fast of the Southwest
corner of said Section 24, thence South 58922' East 227 feet,
thence North 214%7' East 113.3 feet, thence South 74¢S0' East
327 feet, thence North S1* East 475 feet, thence East 162
feet, more or less, to the East line of the Southwest quarter
of said Section 24, thence North 594 feet, more or less, to
the Northeast corner of the Southwest quarter of saild Saction
24, thence West 1080 feet, mor® or less; to a point due North
of the point of beginning, thencé South 778 feet, more or

less, to the point of beginning.

¢XHIBIT .ﬁm _
PAGE _é__ OF .,é




quarter of the Northesst

1¢ South, Range 15 Fast of
the Willamette Meridian, more particularly described as

follows: Beginning at a point 523.15 feet west of the corner
common to Sections 23, 2¢, 2% and 28 in Twp. 12 8, pn. g
E.N.M., thence North 89°38° West 578 feet to the Northeast
corner of A tract of 1and deeded to Gerald E. Noblae and wife
by deed recorded in Book 90 of Deeds at page 210, Records of
Crook County, Oregon. thence Southerly along the East 1ine of
said tract 625.50 feet to 4 point on the Westerly bank of
Mckay Creek, thence North $s¢ past ~long satd Westeriy bdank
of McKay Cteek 499 feet, more or leus, kg a potnt on the
Wester!y line of a tract of land deedad to Prinevilile Stud
Company by deed recorded in Book 98 of Deéds at page 322,
Records of Crook County, Oregon, thence North 458314422" West
79 feet, thence North 23¢18'26" nast 381,10 feet to the point
of beginning.

Also, a parcel of land in thé Northsast quartér of the
Northeast quarter of Section 28 in Towniship 14 South, Range
1S East of the Willamette Meridian, more particularly
described as follows: Beginning At thd cormon section corner
‘of Sections 23' 24, 2% and 26 iha fﬂp. 14 SQo fl. 18 Ec"-"n.
thence North 8936:'00" West 843,18 feat, thence South
43°15'26" West 381.10 feet, thance South 234334220 East
153.70 feet, thence North 83409'358" East 208.80 teéat, thence
North 76482'00" East 283.30 faet, thence South A2s04' & East
242.40 feat, thence North 00%47+28% West 244,00 faat to the
point of beginning,




TRACT IX

Beginning at the Northwest corner of Section 25 in Township

i4 South, Range 15 E.W.M., thence North 89°51’ Eas: 73.29 ;
feet along the North line of said Section 25 to the Westerly ‘
right of way line of the City of Prineville Railway, as

located and constructed, thence South 43°56’ East 447.02

feet along said right of way line to the Northeasterly

corner of a tract of land deeded to Arthur J. Smith and wife

by deed recorded in Deeds No. 19955, Records of Crouok

Ccunty, Oregon, thence North 78°30’ West along the Northerly

line of said tract 392,76 feet to the West line of said

Section 25, thence North 0°19'25" East 244 feet along said

section line to the point of beginning.

TRACT X
;_' A tract of land particularly described as follows, to-wit:

Beginning at the Northwest corner oi the Northwest quarter
of the Northeast quarter of Section 26 in Township 14 South,
Range 15 East of the Willamette Meridian, thence South 200
feet to a point; thence Nortiieasterly in a straight line to
a point. which is 230 feet East of the Point of beginning;
» thence West 200 feet to the place of beginning, said -
o premises lying North of the Irrigation canal located on said
: premises subject to the restrictions as to use thereof as
restricted and limited in the deed conveying said premises
to H. Baldwin, one of grantors above named made and executed
by L.H. McPhetridge, a single man, said deed being dated
September 2, 1541 filed September 16, 1941 and appearing of
record in Book 52 at page 475.

TRACT XI
The West half of the following described tract, to-wit:

All that part of the Northwest qguarter of the Rorthwest
quarter of Section 1 in Township 15 Southk, Range 15, E.W.M.
that is located South of the rimrocks in said gQuarter
section, EXCEPTING THEREFROM the portion thereof deeded to
Dewie Grogan by deed recorded in Book 54 of Deeds at page
551, Records of Crook County, Oregon and described as
follows, to-wit: Beginning at a point on the North line of
Section 1, said point being 1,311 feet West of the North
quarter corner of said Section 1, thence South 230 feet,
thence West 290 feet, thence North 230 feet to a point on
the North line of said Section, thence East along-said. North
line 290 feet, more or less, to the point of beginning, all
being South of the Crooked River Road.

EXCEPTING FROM THE LANDS HEREIN DESCRIBED that porfion deeded to Crook

County for right of way purposes by deed recorded April 28, 1992 in
Deeds No. 103667, Records of Crook County, Oregon.

20NBT .,&t.:_.
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EXHIBIT “B"

(Crook F¥acilities)

As disclosed by the tax roll, a portion of the premises
herein described have been zoned or classified for farm use,.
At any time that said land is disqualified for such use, the
property will be subject to additional taxes or penalties
and irnterest.

Existing rights of way for roads, highways, irrigation
ditches, canals, and pole lines,

The property herein described is within the boundaries of
the Ochoco Irrigation Ristrict and may be subject to liens
and assessments thereof.

Aa ensement 12 feet in width for a roadway granted by Pine
Investment Compsny, an Oregon corporation, Ward Rhoden and
Marie Rhoden, hushand and wifiz, nd Leonard A. Smith and
V¥erna A. Smith, husband and wife, to Joe D. Waldron and Iris
Waldron, husband and wife, dated October 24, 1962 and
recorded October 25, 1962 in Book 87 of Deeds at page 84,
Records of Crook County, Oregon.

Right of way easements granted to Pacific Power & Light
Company as recorded in Beok 52 of Deeds at page 235, Book 53
of Deeds at page 115, and Book 64 of Deeds at page 206,
Brook 76 of Dzeds at page 554, Book 92 of Deeds at page 573,
Book 98 of Deeds at page 634, and Deeds No. 565%56, Records
of Crook County, Oregon.

A perpetual Easement granted by Pine Products Corporation,
to Oregon & Western Colnnization Company, recorded February
4, 1938 in Book 50 of Deeds at page 132, Records of Crook
County, Oregon, being an wasement over a tract of land 100
feet sguare for the purpose of watering stock.

Rights of way for irrigation purposes reserved in deed from
Ochoco Irrigation District to L.H. McPhetridge, as recorded
in Book 49 of Deeds at page 195, Records of Crook County,
Oregon.

Provisione of an Easement granted by Crook County, Oregon, a
municipal corporation, to Pine Investments Co., an Oregon
corporation, recorded April 1, 1970 in Book 102 of Deeds at
page 11, Records of Crook County, Oregcn.

%he property described herein consists of many tracts, some

of which are contiguous. Access to much of the property may
be through these adjoining tracts. Rights of .access to the

property is limited to those public roads wkich abut or pass
through the property described herein and no reprezentation

is made that all tracts have indepernden!. righte of access.

EXHIBIT "B" BTATE OF GR};GON
10F 1 COUNTY OF CROOK

} CERTIFY THAT.THE wmuN INSTRUMEN‘I‘ NAs_

RECEIVER FOR RECORD oN THE L2ER Dav' OF .

~Eeb. 19.91_.AT_A,_1!.0...._....E.M .
DEED .- -

. AND RECORDED, IN. e
XEY PUNCHED  recoroe o sam couny: MF No. 10757 .
DELLA M. HARRISON A'CROOK COUNTY CLERK .

FEB 221993 v
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Crook County

Planning Department

300 NE 3™ Street, Prineville, OR 97754
(541)447-8156

Fax (541)416-3905
ceplan@co.crook.or.us

BEFORE THE CROOK COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION CO. SP 10-0010 FOR SITE PLAN APPROVAL IN A
HEAVY INDUSTRIAL H-M ZONE.
FINAL DECISION

DATE: July 14, 2010

APPLICATION NO.: SP 10-0010

APPLICANT/OWNER: Ron & John Rhoden

Rhoden Investments

PO Box 460

Prineville, Oregon 97754
AGENT; Craig & Cathy Kilpatrick

13790 NW O’Neil Highway

Redmond, Oregon 97756

SUBJECT PROPERTY: Main aggregate site is off Lamonta Road with a narrow band of land on the
westerly side of Bus Evans Road and identified on the Crook County Assessor’s tax map as #
1415230000600 and 1415230000606, A total of 39.65 acres in the H-M, Heavy Industrial zone, the
proposed aggregate site contains approximately 20 acres. The elevation of highest point of the site is
approximately 2,840 feet, the lowest about 2,795 feet. The proposed site slopes from north to south,
Approximately half of the property is flat. The terrain is mostly covered with gravels both natural and
imported as the site was once the mill yard for Pine Products Corporation. There is little forage. Tax lot -
606 is entirely fenced. Many of the old milf buildings have been removed.

APPLICANT’S REQUEST: Applicant requests a commercial site plan review and approval for a
temporary aggregate processing facility for an aggregate mining operation on a parcel zoned H-M, Heavy
Industrial. The subject property will be leveled and reclaimed for the fiture development of an industrial

park appropriate to this zone.

APPLICATION RECEIVED: January 25, 2010 -

APPLICATION PEEMED COMPLETE: May 7, 2010

150 DAY EXPIRATION: October 4, 2010- RECEvED
PUBLIC NOTICE: May 19, 20106 JUN hfL;J; 0
HEARING DATE: June 9, 2010

THE ABOVE ENTITLEED MATTER came before the Crook County Planning Commission at its




RHODEN INVESTMENTS
DECISION SP 10-0010
Page 2 of 20

regular meeting on June 9, 2010.
Ii. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED USHK:
Applicants have requested Site Plan Review approval for a Temporary aggregate processing facility and an
aggregate mining operation which will include surface and subsutface mining of sand & gravel and
inclusion of a plant for crushing, screening and washing the extracted materials. Upon completion of the
removal, processing and reclamation phases the property will be leveled and reclaimed for the future
development of an industrial park appropriate to this zone. Applicants have successfully completed the
pre-requisites for applying for a commercial site plan review to operate an aggregate processing facility, 1.
an amendment to the Crook County Comprehensive Plan placing the subject property on the
Comprehensive Plan inventory for significant mineral resource sites: 2. adopt the ESEE analysis to allow
for mining activities, and; 3. designation of thesite as a 3C site on the Comprehensive Plan inventory for
significant mineral resources, Aggregate mining is an outright permitied use in the H-M, Heavy Industrial
zone,

o, ACCESS: .

The subject property consisting of two tax lots, 600 and 606, has four existing entrances. All four
entrances are gated. The first two are on Lamonta Road on tax lot 606. The Crook County Road Master
has issued a letter of TEMPORARY PERMITTED CONTRUCTION ACCESS ROAD CONDITIONS
RP-10-0004 stating that the applicant must reapply for permanent access upon temporary expiration date
of 02/11/11. Applicant notes that the present locations of the Lamonta Road access gates may change
when the subject property is reshaped by mining and designs for the proposed industrial park are
completed.

According to the Crook County Road Master the exsisting access from the western portion of tax lot 606
onto the corner where Elliot L.and meets Bus Evans Lane has site distance and grade issues that would
need to be addressed for future approval. For now, that existing access has been denied.

The existing access from tax lot 600, the narrow strip to the north of Bus Evans Lane, could be approved
with increasing site distance. The applicant concurs with the Road Master that future access would best be
located directly across from the City of Prineville Freight Depot. For the present the requested access has
been denied.

IV. SITE PLAN APPROVAL CRITERIA FOR INDUSTRTAY, USES:

A, 18.72.010 Use Permitted Outright:

In an H-M zone, the following uses and their accessory uses are permitted outright, except as limited by
CCC 18.72.030: {19) Quarry, gravel pit, subsuzface or surface mining, including crushing, screening and
washing of extracted materials.

B, 18.72.030 Use Limitations:

Itl an H-M zone, the following limitations and standards shall apply to all permitted uses:

:(1) No use permitted under the provisions of this chapter that requires a lotarea exceeding 9, 000 square
’feet shall be permitted to locate adjacent to an existing residential lot in a duly platted subd1v1s1on oralot

1n a residential zone.

; EThere are no residential platted subdivisions or lots in a residential zone adiacent to the subiect propetty.

E;There are 6 non-farm residences adjacent in an EFU-2 zone. The proposed temporary processing facility -

idoes not exceed 9,000 feet

O .




<J O RHODEN INVESTMENTS

DECISION SP 10-0010
Page 3 of20

(2) No use permitted under the provisions of this chapter that generates more than 30 truck-trailer or
other heavy equipment trips per day to and from the subject property shall be permitted to locate on a _lot
adjacent to or across the sireet from a residential lot in a duly platted subdivision, or a lot in a residential

;Z0ne,

There are no residential platted subdivisions or lots in a residential zone adjacent to the subject property.
There are 6 non-farm residences adiacent in an EFU-2 zone.

{(3) No use permitted under the provision of this chapter shall be permitted that generates more than 20
‘automobile-truck trips during the busiest hour of the day to and from the premises unless served directly
-iby an arterial or collector, or other improved street or road designed to serve the industrial use only and
!does not pass through adjacent residential uses in a duly platted subdivision or residential zone.

‘The proposed temporary use does not generate the prescribed traffic numbers. There are no residential
platied subdivisions or lots in a residential zone adiacent to the subject property. There are 6 non-farm

‘residences adjacent in an EFU-2 zone,

(4) For any use permitted by this chapter on a lot adjacent to or across the street from a residential use or
lot in a residential zone, there shall not be any odor, dust, fumes, glare, flashing lights, noise, or other
similar types of possible nuisances which are perceptible (without instruments) more than 200 feet in the
direction of the affected residential use or lot in a residential zone.

Dust and noise will be present and managed on-site. Rock crushers are regulated by DEQ and need to be
permitted accordingly.

(5) All parking demand created by any use permitted by this chapter shall be accommodated on the subject
premises entirely off sireet.

(6) No use permitted by this chapter shall require the backing of traffic onto a public or private street or
road right-of-way to accommodate ingress or egress to any use on the premises thereof,

IThe subject property is large enough to manage traffic on-site in order to meet this requirement.

{7) There shall not be more than one ingress and one egress from properties accommodating uses
permitted by this chapter per each 300 feet of street frontage or fraction thereof. If necessary to meet this
requirement, permitted uses shall provide for shared ingress and egress.

‘Entrances onto the site exceed this requirement. Two temporary accesses off of Lamonta Road and one
‘currently temporary off of Bus Evans Road to the narrow parcel of fand.

(8) All uses permitted by this chapter shall be screened from abutting residential uses in residential zones
iby densely planted trees and shrubs or sight-obscuring fencing.

There are no residential platted subdivisions or lots in a residential zone adjacent to the subject property.

There are 6 non-farm residences adiacent in an EFU-2 zone.




RHODEN INVESTMENTS
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{9) No use shall be permitted which has been declared a nuisance by statute or action of the county or by a
;court of competent 3unsdwt:on, and, for uses requiring contaminant dlscharge pernits, no such use shall
'be approved by the commission prior to review by the applicable permit reviewing authority nor shall such
*uses be permitted adjacent to or across the street from a residential use or lot it a duly platted subdivision
or residential zone.

gNo contaminant will be discharged during the day to day operations on this site. There are no residential

iplatted subdivisions or fots in a residential zone adjacent to the subject property. There are 6 non-farm
iresidences adijacent in an FFU-2 zone. The applicant states that all of the above requiremenis will be met.

C.  18.72.070 Site Desigm:

In an H-M zone, the site design ofany permltted use shall make the most effective use reasonably possible
.of the site topography, exsting landscaping and building placement so as to preserve existing trees and
natural features, preserve vistas and other views from public ways, minimize visibility of parking, loading
iand storage areas from public ways and neighboring residential uses, and to minimize intrusion into the
character of existing developments and land uses in the immediate vicinity of the proposed use.

D. 18. 72.080 Site and Use Cuterm' -

In the consideration of an application for a proposed use in an H-M zone, the commission shall take into
iaccount theimpact of the proposed use on nearby residential and commercial uses, on resource-carrying
icapacities, on the capacity of transportation and othier public facilities and services, and on the appearance
of the proposal, In approving a proposed use, the commission shall find that:

(1) Proposal is in compliance with the comprehensive plan.

i(2) Proposal is in compliance with the intent and provisions of this title and more particularly with this
‘chapter.

(3) That economic and environmental considerations are in balance.

'1(4) That any social, economical, physical or environmental impacts are minimized.

See ESEE analysis

E. 18.72.100 Site Plan Review:

In an H-M zone, a use permitted by CCC 18.72.010 shal be subject to the provisions of this chapter.
Before a new building may be constructed or an existing building enlarged or substantially altered, a site
development plan shall be submitted to the planning department for approval. Construction and :
development of the site shall be in conformance with plans approved by the planning department, and the
provisions of this chapter, this title, and the comprehensive plan

~ Applicant acknowledges that this proposal is unusual in that it is temporary and does not involve the

construction of any buildings or permanent structures, however planning approval is required given the
scale of the reguested change to the subiect property. Mining of aggregate is a permitted use.

SUPPLEMENTAL CRITERIA, CHAPTER 18.144. AGGREGATE RESOURCE SITES:
A, 18.144.040 Approval and Review Criteria:

(1) Notwithstanding any provisions in this title to the contrary, an apphcatxon for a permit for a use listed
jin CCC 18.144.030 shall be allowed ifit meets the following criteria:

O A
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(a) The site must be demgnated asa mineral or aggregate resource site of an energy source siteonan
‘;mVentory of significant Goal 5 resources in the comprehensive plan;

j iComprehensive Plan Amendment AM 10-0009 identifies the subject site as a Goal 5 Resource Sije on the

Goal 5 Inventory. A geotechnical site evaluation has been completed for the site which indicates that it
ffers a large quantity of high qualiiy crushable basalt in a readily accessible tot)ogggphzc location,

g(b) The proposed use must be consistent with the applicable ESEE analysis and conditions contained in the
':comprehensive plan. In the event conditions imposed on the mining use by the comprehensive plan to
rmtlgate mining impacts on specific conflicting uses are less restrictive than conditions necessary to
iaddress these same impacts under the standards of this section, the conditions imposed by the
!comprehenswe plan control;

?See ESEE analysis

{(c) The proposed use must be shown to not force a significant change in accepted farm or forest practices
on surrounding lands devoted to farm or forest use;

Applicant states the proposed temporary mining and processing activities will have no jimpact on the very
‘small farm properties to the north, east and southwest. The only adiacent agricultural use of any

ssionificant size or productivity is located over ¥ mile from the proposed facility. There is no evidence that

the propoged use will force a significant change or anv change at all.

(d) The proposed use must be shown to not significantly increase the cost of accepted farm o forest
practices on surrounding lands devoted to farm or forest use; and

The only substantial accepted farm practices on surrounding lands are those to the southwest of the
subject property over ¥ mile from the processing site. The applicant contends that any impacts will be
minimal and will not significantly increase costs of accepted farm or forest practices.

(e) There must be adequate public facilities and services (street capacity, water supply, police protection,
fire protection, energy and communications services) available to meet the additional demands created by
the proposed use or that ¢an be made available through the orderly and efficient extension or expansion of

these facilities and services.

The applicant is considering two different approaches to the processing of the resource site, Depending
upon markef, contract and demand conditions the resource materials will either; a) be removed from the

site as unprocessed aggregate materials and hauled by truck to an off-site plant such as Hooker Creek’s

O’Neil facility; or b) will be processed on-site for Jater removal as screened and finished products for use

in a variety of projects and locations. Approximately 25% of the material may be progessed for use on an
adjacent site eliminating the need for the use of public roads for that portion of the bauling. The
Applicant’s mining plan for the site is anticipated to generate approximately 12-15 truck trips per day or
less on average, with peak operating times resulting in approximately 24-29 trips per day over the short

intensive periods that material is being hauled to O’Neil

(2) An applicant for a use allowed by CCC 18.144.030 may demonstrate that these standards for approval
:could be satisfied through the imposition of conditlons Any conditions so imposed shall be clear and

objectlve
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%(3) Tothe extent compliance withthe approval criteria of this section has been determined as part of the
iidentification and resolution of conflicting uses and development of a program to achieve goal compliance
m the comprehensive plan, the determination shall be binding until changed by amendment to the plan.

(4) No application shall be approved to allow batching and blending of mineral and aggregate into asphalt
icement within two miles of a planted vineyard.

B. 18.144.050 Approval Procedures:

f(6} Tn addition to all information required for a site reclamation plan by DOGAMI, the applicant shall
Asubmlt the following information:

i(a) An application for a site plan approval shall contain suitable maps, drawings and narrative to assure the
' requzremenfs of this chapter can and will be met. A complete application must contain the following -
‘mformation

i(i) A complete application form from the county.

i(ii) A list of known materials to be extracted or processed together with a general description of the
.excavation operations and the estimated duration of operation at the site.

The applicant has submitted a Construction Aggregate Resource Exploration Report prepared by J.
Andrew Siemens, a Professional Geologist along with testing reports prepared by the ODOT testing

laboratory in Salem, Oregon. The report includes a complete list of the known materials to be extracted

from the site and their anticipated uses. These materials consist primarily of sand and gravel,

:A general operations site plan has been prepared and submitted.

‘(m) A map of the site which shows existing trees and natural vegetation; existing water courses, including
streams, rivers, ponds and lakes; adjacent ownerships, including the location of structures whlch relate to
ithe setback or other requirements of this zone; and existing and proposed roads.

'An aeria] map has been included indzcating the location of trees and vegetation. There are no water

courses within the impact area other than the perennial OID drainage to the south. There are no impacted
‘rivers, streams, ponds or lakes, Adjacent ownerships are noted on Map Exhibit F. The setbacks and road

Hocations are noted as well.

'g(iv) A surface water management plan for the site and all phases of'the operation.

The proposed mining activity will not generate any surface water. Water run-off from the property is not
a current problem. The property is porous and handles large volumes of rainwater. Drainage containment
areas will be constructed as part of the fiuture propesed industrial park development as large areas of

inewly constructed roof and paved roadways will substantially change this, The operator/contractor will

‘construct a lined pond for the collection of wash water in order to insure no runoff onto adiacent
gr_qp,@rt,ie&

(v) A map which shows the location of the surface mining area, the location of all processing and storage
‘areas, the location of caretaker dwelling (if proposed), landscaping, screening and buffer areas.

‘A map showing the location of the surface mining area has been submitted. Processing and storage aress,

iwith a stockpile area for sand and gravel will be all located near the center of the property and fo the south

ol ®
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of the mined area. A crusher. sorter and washer including convevors, will be operated in the central

-portion of the property. Storage of bulldozers, loaders, drills and other equipment will occur near the

stockopile area to the north and east of the crusher.

:No caretaker dwelling or introduced landscaping is requested on the property. A small temporary
istructure associated with the weigh scale may be placed adjacent to the scale to protect the scale’s

‘electronic equipment.

(vi) A landscape management and maintenance plan adequate to demonstrate compliance with provisions
of this zone.

‘No landscaping is needed or contemplated. Landscaping will occur as the future proposed industrial park
iis developed. Fach mining phase will be re-seeded with a grass mix as specified in the site’s DOGAMI

permit,

i(vii) A map showing existing contours.

, Included

(viil) A map or other drawing showing the contours of the site upon completion of the operation together
with a description of the proposed end use of the reclaimed site.

A topographic map has been included with the application which identifies the location of the proposed
iquarry area, The mining activities will resultin a change of contour to maximize the flat surface of the

parcel in order to magimize the available acreage for the future planned industrial park,

{(ix) An environmental report from an engineer or other qualified professional which is adequate to
:demonstrate that the operation can conform to county, DEQ, and DOGAMI requirements as outlined in
ithe “development standards” section of this zone.

The applicant has provided a report from J. Andrew Siemans, Professional Geologist.

:(X) A security plan addressing the following issues:
(A) Lighting;

(B) Fencing;

(C) Gates at access points;

(D) Water impoundments;

(E) Sloping; and

{I) Security of vehicles and equipment.

“The security plan calls for maintaining the existing perimeter fencing of the old mill site. The area to the

:west along the north side of Bus Evans Lane is not fenced, nor will it be fenced. There is a secured sate at

Bus Evans Lane entrance. There is a secured gate at the Lamonta Road entrance; however that entrance

will not be used often for removal or materials. All equipment is poriable and will not be lefi on the

property when the site is not in operation. There will be one water impoundment on the site, constructed

by the operator and fully lined for containment. Sloping will not exceed a slope of one to two at any
iparticular time. All vehicles and equipment will be stored within the perimeter fence in the central location

lof the site,
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While the following standards ave for EFU 1.2.3 & K1 zones, they ave used as guidelines for mining
operations in other zones.

€. 18.144.060 Development Standards: '

iUpon approval of a conditional mining use application, all the following standards apply:

(1) Mining activities shall be located and conducted at least:

(2) One hundred feet from an existing noise or dust sensitive use, unless the owner of the residence or use
signs and files an agreement which authorizes the mining to be conducted closer than 100 feet. ¥a no case
shall such mining be conducted closer than 50 feet of the boundary of an adjacent ownership.,

Processing activities will take place in excess of 500 feet from the property boundary. Unless otherwise
authorized by adiacent neighbors the project will maintain a 100 foot setback for materials removal. In the

‘event that a need arises to operate in an area closer than 50 feet, the property owner will file the

Drerequisﬂ:e agreement.

(b) One hundred feet from a road not owned by the applicant and from the property line of the applicant
unless that distance is not sufficient to protect the adjoining property from land movement, or the threat of
land movement. In such cases, the setback shall be the minimum distance required by DOGAMI that will
protect the adjoining property from movement or the threat of movement. This setback shall be reviewed
and approved by DOGAMI prior to being approved by the hearing authority. In no case shall the setback
be less than 100 feet,

& icant will meet or exceed the reguired setbacks. The setback from County roads (Lamonis Road
1o the east and Bus Evans Lane o the west) will be no less than 100 feet. unless a lesser distance of 50

feet is approved by the County per County Ordinance. The area along Bus Evans Lane may be leveled to

the north in order to co-join with the adjacent Hooker Creek Property.

(2) Processing of resource material and the storage of equipment shall be at least 500 feet from an existing
'noise or dust sensitive use, unless the owner of the residence or use signs and files an agreement which
authorizes the processing of resource material or storage of equipment closer than 500 feet. In no case
shall such activities be located closer than 100 feet from any adjacent dwellings.

All processing and equipment storage will be in the central porfion of the property. There are no

residences within 500 feet of the process facility or equipment storage area. There are no dwellings Wlthm
: 100 feet of the resource.

%(3) Access. All private roads from mining sites to public highways, roads or streets shall be paved or
.graveled. All on-site roads and access roads from the site to a public road shall be designed, constructed,
jand maintained to accommodate the vehicles and equipment which use them. Whether paved or graveled,
‘the roads shall be maintained by the applicant in accordance with county road standards. Before the
applicant may exercise the privileges of the permit, the applicant shall provide a letter of agreement to the
county to maintain the road to the applicable county road standards. If the applicant fails to provide the
letter of agreement prior {o exercising the privileges of the permit, or fails to so maintain the road, the
tapplicant shall submit a performance bond equal to 100 percent of the cost to construct a road of that
'type. The bond shall be deposited with the treasurer of the county.

:The applicant will use existing private roadways and gateways on the property for the movement of
iyehicles. equipment and materials, The roadway will be suitable for the use for which it is intended.

O O
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5(4) Effective vehicle batriers or gates shall be required at all access points to the site.

%Existing lockable gates secure the property.

{5) Screening, Unless inconsistent with the conditions imposed to protect conflicting uses under the
comprehensive plan, or of minimal value of effectiveness because of topography or other site features, the

following requirements apply to the mining or resource site:
i(2) Berms, fencing or vegetation shall be mamtalned or established to block the view of the mining or

rresource site from conflicting uses;
(b) To the extent feasible, all natural vegetation and trees located within 100 feet of the mining site and
that block the view of the mining area shall be preserved and fences maintained for the purpose of

screemng the operation,

E’I‘here are few trees on the existing mill site. ¥t is the specific goal of the applicant to preserve as much of
the available tree screening as possible. Based on these considerations, the applicant believes that these

standards have been satisfied.

(6) No alteration or removal of riparian vegetation located within 100 feet of the banks of a year-round
‘stream shall occur.

site is not within 100 feet of any vear-round stream or riparian area of any laind.

(7) Mining, storage, and processing operations shall conform to all standards of the Department of
Environmental Quality and to the requirements of the Department of Geology and Mineral Industries
(DOGAMI). The county may require information, data and analyses which demonstrates the ability to
meet state environmental standards.

The applicant will obtain all necessary permits from DOGAMI prior to commencing operations and will

conform o all applicable standards of the DEQ a continuing operating condition.

(8) Hours of Operation. All mining extraction, processing and equipment operation shall be subject to the
following limitations unless waivers authorize operation at other times:
i(a) June Ist through October 31st: 6:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m., Monday through Friday. 8:00 a.m. to 5:00

p.m., Saturday.
{(b) November 1st through May 31st: 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m., Monday through Friday. 8:00 a.m. to 5:00

'p.m., Saturday.
(c) No operations shall be conducted on Sundays or the following legal hiolidays: New Year’s Day,
Memorial Day, July 4th, Labor Day, Thanksgiving Day, Christmas Day.

Applicant will operate the mine only in accordance with these hour and day restrictions.

(%) Blasting,
(2) A plan addressing the potential for earth movement, flying rock and other effects on surrounding uses

shall be submitted,
:Blasting is not an essential part of the proposed mining operation,

%{b) Blasting shall be allowed unless prohibited by the comprehensive plan ESEE analysis.
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‘The BSEE analysis for the site should not prohibit blasting, as it might need to occur in the future in the
§un§i§<el event that restrictive lavers occur. The geotechuical report indicates that this is highly unlikelv.

(c) Blasting which is allowed and which is not to be conducted within 500 feet of any noise or dust
sensitive use or agricultural use involving the raising of animals shall meet the following standards:

i(i) DEQ noise control standards for blasting.

(i) Blasting shall be restricted to thehours of 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday. No blasting
ishall occur on Saturdays, Sundays or legal holidays.

(iif) The operator shall be responsible for notifying the ownters and inbabitants of conflicting uses located
within 500 feet of the blasting site by written notice delivered by certified mail to be received by each
iperson entitled fo notice at least 48 hours prior to the time the blasting will occur.

'In the unlikely event that blasting is ever needed the applicant will take all steps required by ordinance and
'DEO regulations prior o blasting, including delivery of certified mail to ail owners of protected uses
within 500 feet.

§(IO} Surface and Ground Water Management. Surface water shall be managed to provide protection
;against ground or surface water contamination and sediment discharge into streams, rivers and lakes.
There shall also be adequate water available to the site for reclamation of the propetty, maintenance of
‘screening and buffer, dust control, landscape maintenance, and processing of materials.

Surface water, runoff fiom snowmelt and rainwater drains onto the subject property. Applicant states that
very little, if any runs off of it. There is a old mill pond on the south side of the property which is slowly
being filled in (by permit) with road construction debris. The City of Prineville4 is responsible for that fill

and that permit. The property is very porous and absorbs the surface water. A temporary wash pond will
be constructed and lined for the temporary purpose. The applicant will utilize water from the on-site well

ias needed. .

s

(11) For surface mining, which is not regulated by DOGAMI, the following requirements apply:

(2) A reclamation plan shall be submitted to the county at the time of site plan approval. The reclamation
plan shall assure that the surface mining site will be restored or rehabilitated consistent with the
requirements of the ESEE analysis.

(b) Upon abandonment of surface mining or termination of mineral extraction on each site, all buildings,
vehicles, machinery, equipment and appurtenant structures accessoty to the extraction, processing,
stockpiling and manufacturing operations shall be removed from the site, except for buildings and
istructures which are permitted uses within the applicable zoning district.

(c) All excavations shall be backfilled, contoured, sloped, or terraced as outlined in the approved
ireclamation plan. Topsoil shall be replaced to a depth sufficient to allow a landscaping material to be
installed.

(d) In the event the owner does not comply with the approved reclamation plan, the board may undertake,
or cause to be undertaken, the required restoration or rehabilitation, and the chargeable cost therefore, if
not paid by the owner, shall become a lien on the property due and payable taxes.

{(12) All mining operations shall be subject to the dimensional standards, yard restrictions, sign limitations
;and all other substantive standards set out in the zoning district applicable to the property.

Mining will occur on the site in accordance with the applicable provisions of its zone.

O O




® o

RHODEN INVESTMENTS
DECISION SP 10-0010
Page 11 of 20

OREGON ADMINISTRATIVE RUELKES:

:OAR Chapter 660, Division 12, Transportation Planning

1666-12-060, Plan and Land Use Regulation Amendment:

i1. Amendments to finctional plans, acknowledged comprehensive plans, and land use regulations which
isignificanfly affect a transportation facility shall assure that the allowed land uses are consistent with the
lidentified function, capacity, and level of service of the facility. This shall be accomplished by either:

‘a. Limiting allowed land uses to be consistent with the planned function, capacity and level of service of
‘the transportation facility;

‘b. Amending the TSP to provide transportation facilities adequate to support the proposed land uses
‘consistent with the requirements of this division; or

ic, Alteringland use designations, densities, or design requirements to reduce demand for automobile
travel and meet travel needs through other models.

i2. A plan or land use regulation amendment significantly affects a transportation facility ifit;
‘a. Changes the fimctionat classification of an existing or planned transportation facility,

b.. Changes standards implementing a functional classification system;

c. Allows types or levels of land uses which would result in levels of travel or access which are

inconsistent with the functional classification of a transportation facility; or
id. Would reduce the level of service of the facility below minimum acceptable level identified in the TSP.

:3. Determinations under section (1) and (2) of this rule shall be coordinated with affected transportation
ifacility and service providers and other affected local government.

‘Mining activities on the subject property should generate no more than 24-29 rips per day during peal

temoval pericds and no more than 5-10 trips per day on average. This level of traffic is temporary and
will not change the functional classification of local or collector roads.

PUBLIC COMMENT / TESTIMONY RECEIVED

Written notice was sent to agencies, organizations and property owners within 250 of the subject land use
application. — See “Commission / Staff Discussion”

COMMISSION /STAFF DISCUSSION

Planning Director Zelenka stated that the applicant proposes to level the site to prepare for industrial
development in the firture, and that the site had been placed on the Inventory at a previous hearing. He
said that processing on the site will take place more than 500 feet from the property line. He said that the
applicant was involved in a boundary dispute with neighboring property owners, but was willing to
negotiate with them. Zelenka stated that a proposed settlement of the issue would involve the applicant
granting land to the neighbors in exchange for their consenting to reduce the minimum setback from their
property lines for excavation from 100 feet to 50 feet. He said that the Commission must review the
proposal and consider its impact on area land uses. He said that mining is permitted outright in the H-M
zone, but that the application is being heard by the Commission because of historical precedent.

Sundell asked where the disputed boundary was located on the map.
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Zelenka said that it was located on the north side of the property. He said that the property had been
purchased by Pine Products under two separate deeds, and had purchased an additional 60 feet to the
north which was a part of an unrecorded subdivision plat. He said that the witness point for the survey of
the boundary was located to the south. He said that the County had paved Sunset Lane in an incorrect
location, and that propeérty owners had located two fences incorrectly on the basis of the road location. He
said that there had been no adverse possession action in Circuit Court, but that the boundary was now
being disputed.

Bauer stated that the location of the disputed boundary would affect the setbacks for the proposed
operation.

Zelenka said that a susvey during the early 1970°s had disclosed the error in theroad location, but that no
action to cotrect the situation had been taken at that time.

Sundell asked if there was presently an agreement between the applicant and the neighbors.
Zelenka said that the applicant’s representative would provide information on that matter,

Craig Kilpatrick testified on behalf of the applicant. He stated that he intended to discuss the merits of the
proposed mining and processing operation, but that the boundary dispute was a civil matter which was in
other hands. He said that the dispute was not germane to the application except as it affects the setbacks
for the operation. He said that the Commission could approve the operation on the basis of setbacks from
the existing boundary, and that the setbacks could be modified later without another hearing if an
agreement is concluded with the neighbors, He stated that two things had changed since the application
was filed, and referred the Commissioners to pages 10 and 15 of the Burden of Proof Statement.

Zelenka pointed out that the Commissioners did not have copies of the Burden of Proof Statement.

Kilpatrick said that he would then refer to the staff report site plan approval criteria dealing with the
requirement for the presence of adequate public services. He said that at thetime the application was
submitted, the applicant had definitely planned to process material onsite, and had identified a possible
work area. He said that there was now a possibility that the applicant would contract with Hooker Creek
for processing, and that the unprocessed material would be hauled offsite for processing elsewhere.

Bedortha asked if the trucks would exit through the adjoining Hooker Creek propetty.

Kilpatrick said that the applicants had applied for four accesses to the property, but that the County
Roadmaster had denied two of these accesses on the west side of the property, and that there were limited
options to appeal this decision. He said that the issue would have to be decided in court. He said that the
Roadmaster had given temporary approval for the two accesses on the other side, but that the applicant
did not want to decide on permanent access until industrial development takes place. He said that the
Roadmaster had denied access permits on the basis of sight distance and a traffic speed of 45 miles per
hour, which the applicant did not think is appropriate. Kilpatrick a said that there are no speed signs on the
road.

Zelenka said that the current access to the property is at one of the denied locations. He said that Bus
Evans Road was a gravel road until the mid-1990’s, when it was paved. He said that the road was
formerly used only by Pine Products, and that an ODOT access permit was issued two years ago. He said

O | O
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that Bus Evans is now a County road, and is used by Woodward’s log trucks. He said that the Roadmaster
has a valid concern and cannot approve use of the accesses in the current state, but that access can be
granted if improvements are made.

Zelenka said that trizcks from other sites are now using Bus Evans Road, and the applicant’s trucks cannot
be accommodated until improvements are made.

Weberg asked if the applicant’s property can be accessed through the Hooker Creek property.
Zelenka said that is on the other side of the road.
Bedortha asked if the road was always used heavily.

Zelenka said that it was not.

Kilpatrick said that the denied access is now used by Hooker Creek trucks. He said that the logical
entrance to the property is across from the freight yard. He said that the entire area once belonged to the
applicant, who gave property to the City, but that the Roadmaster is now demanding that the applicant pay
for road improvements.

Zelenka said that the applicant did not give property to the City, but that the City purchased it. He said
that there is now more traffic than there was ten years ago. He said that changes to access must conform
to current standards. He said that the Planning Commission cannot overrule the Roadmaster on access
permits, but must help to find a solution to the problem.

Kilpatrick said that the applicant had not gotten a fair hearing on the access issue.

Stec asked about the location of the access which was being discussed, and Kilpatrick showed it to her on
a map.

Kilpatrick said that the applicant had been asked by the County Court to settle the property line issue with
the adjoining landowners. He said that he had gotten an estimate of $4000 per personfor a survey, but
would not expect the neighbors to pay that much. He said that the applicant was prepared to share the
survey cost with the neighbors and give them the land to correct the boundary, in exchange for their
agreeing to a 50 foot setback for excavation rather than a 100 foot setback. He said that letters had been
sent to the neighbors on June 3, but responses had not yet been received. ’

Weberg asked about operating hours.
Kilpatrick said that they would operate during the standard hours.

Weberg said that he wanted to discuss that issue later.

Bedortha asked about the relationship of the fences to the property line. Kilpatrick showed him where they
were,

Bedottha asked if there was already aggregate mining in the area.
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Zelenka said that there was, but that the applicant’s property had not been used for mining. He said that
residences are located in the area. He said that resolu#ion of the boundary dispute would determine where
mining can take place.

Bedortha asked about Goal 5 requirements, and Zelenka explained.

Bauer said that the setback isthe issue. She said that the Commission cannot negotiate the boundary
dispute.

Gowen opened the hearing to public testimony.

Diana White testified concerning the proposal. She said that represented Betty Hennon’s, from whom she
rents property. White said that Hennon’s land is in farm use. She said that she agreed that Sunset lane is in
the wrong focation. She said that the applicant was offering to convey land to Hennon if she didn’t object
to the quarry. White said that the applicant is proposing to excavate 33 feet from the new property fine,
rather than 50 feet.

Gowen informed Whitethat the boundary dispute was not before the Commission.

White repeated that the applicant wanted to excavate 33 feet from the new property line.

Zelenka pointed ouf that if a 2-1 slope is used the excavation will be further from the property line than 33
feet. He asked White if she was objecting to the distance.

White said that the excavation would result in noise and dust 33 feet from the property line.
Bedortha asked if this issue could be addressed through conditions.

Bauer explained the setback requirements.

Bedortha commented that there can be no excavation untit the boundary dispute is resolved.
Bauer said that the application can be approved with the condition that an agreement be concluded.
Zelenka said that it is crucial that the boundary dispute be settled.

Bedortha asked if a two-part condition can be imposed.

Zelenka said that the County Court has agréed to pay for the survey work if the dispute is settled.
White said that the distance of the excavation from the property line is an issue.

Weberg asked how far off the property line is.

Zelenka said that it is off by twenty-seven and one-half feet.

Zelenka said that the issue is what everyone involved in the dispute gives and gets.
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Stec asked if the Commission could impose a 50 foot setback from the existing boundary.

Gowen said that could be discussed.

Margaret Mackie testified in opposition to the proposal. She said that she had formerly worked for the
applicant as a security officer. She said that at that time the applicant had thought that the fence line was
on the boundary. She said that she wanted to know if the rock crusher would be temporary or permanent.
She said that she had lived close to a rock crusher, and the noise level was very high. She said that the
noise was above the DEQ limit, and was louder than the noise in a mill where she had worked. She said
that the applicant had operated an electricity generating plant in the area which had been shut down by the
DEQ due to noise, but that it was less noisy than a rock crusher. She said that she is concerned about the
impact on residences in the area, and that it would make residences unsaleable. She said that there would
be a noise problem on the other side of Sunset Lane and Lamonta Road. She said that she wants a definite

ending date for the operation to be imposed, since “temporary” means nothing.

* Mackie said that there would be a problem with fraffic. She said that the school bus stops at the top and
the bottom of the hill. She said that there would be congestion.

Maclsie said that she wants the rock crusher and the access to be located at the other end of the propetty.
She said that the operation would disrupt a creek in the area which provides water to domestic wells. She
said that there are more issues than the setbacks. She said that if you use land for ten years, the land is
yours. She said that she has lived there for forty years. She said that the problem was created by the ~
County. She said that people have drain fields and water lines in the 27 foot boundary area. She asked why
the applicant wants the land, and said that there is just dirt there rather than rock. '

Sundell asked if there would still be a noise problem if the rock crusher was located 150 feet from the
propetrty kine.

Mackie said there would still be a noise problem in that case. She said that there would not be a problem if
it is over by the concrete place. She said that there used to be a mountain there, but they took it down and
ran a rock crusher. She said that the trucks should exit the property out by Elliott Lane. She said that there
are seven houses across Lamonta Road which be affected by the rock crusher. She said that she does not
want the noise.

Doris Sitzman testified in opposition to the proposal. She said that she agreed with Maclse. She said that
she disagrees with the statement that there is no residential property in the area. She said that her children
planted two trees five feet from a barbed wire fence on the boundary in 1964, but that the trees are now on
the applicant’s side of'the present fence. She said that her property is 445 feet across, and that she has had
the deed since 1962. She said this will be the third time the fence has been moved.

Gowen informed Sitzman that the boundary dispute was not before the Commission.

Sitzman said that four people in the area, including her husband, have bad hearts and their condition is
being aggravated by the proposal. She said that there was a verbal agreement regarding the use of'the
road. She said that this will be the third change to the property line, and that noise, dust, and property
values are areas of concern.

Zelenka pointed out that the statement in the staff report regarding residential lands is accurate. He said
that there are residences in the area, but they are not in a residential zone or a residential subdivision, as
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stated by the ordinance. He said that the legal description of the property has never been changed, but that
it has never been adhered to. He said that the County is willing to help, but the property owners must
resolve the issue.

Steve Stafford testified in opposition to the proposal. He said that he is buying land from Hanna. He said
that the application should not be approved ustil the boundary dispute is settled. .

Gowen said that the application is being heard at the applicant’s request, and that the Commission cannot
settle the boundary dispute..

Stafford said that the rock should be crushed on the Hooker Creek property.

Craig Kilpatrick testified in rebuttal. He stated that the applicant is open to moving the crusher site further
to the west, as suggested by Mackie, He said that the aggregate may be transported offsite and processed
outside the area. He said that the operation would be an aggregate rather than a basalt pit, and crushing
would be limited in any case. He pointed out that the mining site to the west does not belong to the
applicant, and that there is no room for processing equipment on the other side of the road.

Bedortha pointed out that the Roadmaster will not permit access by Elliott Lane.

Zelenka said that is just the present situation.

Kilpatrick said that the applicant is not willing to pay for the road improvements requested by the
Roadmaster.

Gowen asked about the equipment location.

Kilpatrick said that the applicant is prepared to move it to the west,

Bedortha said that it could be moved closer to Elliétt Lane, if access there could be obtained.
Sundell asked if there was a condition that the operation be only for the purpose of leveling the site.
Kilpatrick said that was the case. He said that a five-year limit would be imposed.

Sundell asked if the operation would take five years.

Kilpatrick said that it would not take five years. He said that it might take two years.

Zelenka pointed out that no permits would be required for excavation or crushing if all of the material was
retained onsite.

Commissioner Crafton asked why the Road Depastment could not issue a temporary access permit.

Zelenka said that negotiations between the applicant and the Road Department had broken down, and a
temporary permit had not been discussed,

o
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Weberg asked if the Commission had previously approved the site, but not the proposed operation.
Zelenka said that was the case.
Weberg asked what the slope would be.
Iéilpatrick said it would .be 2-1.
Weberg asked how road damage can be discussed when the road is used by other parties.
Kilpatrick said that he would not discuss it.

Weberg asked about operating hours.

Kilpatrick said that the Commission ¢could impose hours, and the applicant would conform to them. He
asked if the Commissioners could make recommendations. He said that hours could be varied seasonally in

accordance with daylight.
Bedortha asked if there are standard operating hours.

Zelenka said that they vary between operations. He said that most aggregate operations are further away
from developed areas. '

Weberg asked about hours of rock crushing.
Kilpatrick said that offsite crushing by Hooker Creek was the applicant’s first choice. He said that Hooker

Creek’s equipment could work faster than the portable crusher that would be used onsite. He said that he
could not promise that crushing would not take place onsite, if Hooker Creek could not do the work.

Weberg pointed out that there is a critical livability issue.

Bedortha stated that the Pine Products mill was there before the residences.

Zelenka confirmed that was the case. )

Kiipatrick said that the first resident in the area was an employee of the mill, and walked to work.
Bedortha asked if all of the property issues would be resolved on both sides of Sunset Lane.

Zelenka said that the County will do everything possible to resolve the issues. He said that the senior
rights belonged to Pine Producis, and the junior rights belonged to the residential property owners. He
said that the County might relinquish Sunset Lane, and permit the property owners to control it as a
‘private road. He said that the Commission cannot decide this issue, but can decide on setbacks.
Weberg asked how far Sunset Lane extends.

Zelenka said that most of the properties are located on Sunset Lane.

Crafton said that the Commission must decide on setbacks.
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Zelenka said that approval must be based on a boundary location to be negotiated.
Bauer said that setbacks must be based on the legal boundary if an agreement is not concluded.

Bedortha pointed out that the setback must be 100 feet from the legal property line if there is no
agreement.

Sundell asked if that would be the case unless the applicant could negotiate a lesser setback with the
neighbors.

Bauer said that was the case.

Bedortha asked if the matter would come back to the Commission.

Zelenka said that it would not,

Sundell asked if noise was regulated by the DEQ,

Zelenka said that it is. He said that the DEQ regulates processing.

The Commission discussed days and houts of operation. Zelenka pointed out that Sunday operations are
not permitted. Bedortha suggested that Saturday operations be prohibited as well, and there was general
agreement on this.

Weberg said that he wanted to-limit track traffic hours.

Zelenka pointed out that this cannot be done in an industrial zone.

Zelenka listed the points which must be covered by the decision.

Stec moved for approval with the following conditions:

Working days to be Monday — Friday, with no weekend operations.

Working hours to be 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m. April 1 through September 30;
" 8:00 a.m. — 3:00 p.m. October 1 through March 31.

Minimum setbacks for excavation to be 100 feet from residential property lines and 50 feet from other
property lines, unless reduction of minimum setbacks to 50 feet from residential property lines is agreed
to by residential property owners,

Minimum setbacks for rock crushing to be 500 feet from residential property lines and 50 feet from other
property lines.

The site has been placed on the Goal 5 Inventory.

Access to be as approved by the Crook County Roadmaster.

' o e
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Bedortha seconded the motion.
The Commissioners approved the motion by a vote of 6-0,

COMMISSION DECISION

Stec moved for approval with the following conditions:
Working days to be Monday — Friday, with no weekend operations.

_ Working hours to be 8:00 2.m. - 5:00 p.m. April 1 through September 30;
8:00 am. — 3:00 p.m. October I through March 31.

Minimum setbacks for excavation to be 100 feet from residential property lines and 50 feet from other
~ property lines, unlessreduction of minimum setbacks to 50 feet from residential property lines is agreed
to by residential property owners.

—~ Minimum setbacks for rock crushing to be 500 feet from residential propesty lines and 50 feet from other
property lines,

The site hasbeen placed on the Goal 5 Inventory.

Access to be as approved by the Crook County Roadmaster.

Bedortha seconded the .motion.

The Commissioners approved the motion by a vote of 6-0.

CONDITIONS AND REQUIREMENTS

The subject application is hereby approved subject to the following conditions and requirements:

(1) The Commission recommendation to the Crook County Court on Comprehensive Plan Amendment
application AM-10-0009 is hereby referenced.

(2) All requirements of the Oregon Depariment of Geology and Mineral Industries (DOGAMT) and the
Oregon Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) are to be adhered to.

(3) All requirements of Chapters 18.144 of the Crook County Code are to be adhered to.

{4) Days of operation are to be Monday — Friday, with no weekend operations. Hours of operation hours
are to bé 8:00 am. - 5:00 p.m. April 1 through September 30; 8:00 a.m. — 3:00 p.m. October 1 through i
March 31, A i

(5)Minimum setbacks for excavation are to be 100 fest from residential property lines and 50 feet from
other property lines. The minimum setback may be reduced to 50 feet from the residential property lines if
the residential property owners sign and file an agreement which authorizes the mining to be conducted
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closer.

(6) Minimum setbacks for rock crushing/aggregate processing are to be 500 feet from residential property
lines. The rock crusher may be moved to a location that will have less impact on residential properties.
However the rock crusher shall not be located within the proposed quarry site or within 50 feet of
property zone heavy industrial.

(7)Access to the site is to be in accordance with C-RP-10-004. Access to the site may be modified in
accordance with any Road approach permit approved and issued by the County for the site.

ez Je. o .

W.R. Gowen, Commission Chairman

Y

Wﬁﬁi P. Zelenka, Planning Director

NOTICE TO PERSONS PROVIDING TESTIMONY

The above approval may be appealed in writing to the Crook County Court 1o later than 5:00 p.m. on
July 28, 2016 on payment of an appeal fee of $1850.00 + 20% of the initial application fee. The appellant
must also provide transcripts of the relevant meeting tapes at the appellant’s expense.

Appeals must be submitted to the Crook County Planning Department, 300 NE Third Street, Prineville,
Oregon; and must be received, together with the appeal fee and advance deposit, by the Planning
Deparwnent no later than the above time and date.

STAXF EXHIBITS:

(1) Temporary Road Access/Permits
(2) Assessor’s Map

(3) Existing Property Map

(4) Proposed Quarry Site Maps

(5) Surveyor’s Drawings Maps

(6) Surrounding Zones/Owners Map
{7) Site Photos





